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STATEMENT by A. A. GROMYKO. 

A, A. Gromyko, Deputy Minister of Foreign 
Affcjirs of tlie USSR, issued the following statement 
on July 4, on American armed intervention in 
Korea: 

Ml.u events now taking place in Korea broke out on 
June 25 as the result of a provocative attack by the 
troops of the South Korean authorities on the 
frontier areas of the Korean People's Democratic Republic. 
T his attack was the outcome of a premeditated plan. 

1 rom time to time Fi Scung Man and other representa¬ 
tives of the South Korean authorities had blurted out the 
fact that the South Korean L.i vSeung Man clique had such 
a plan. 

As long ago as October 7, 1949, Li Seung Man, boasting 
of success in training his army, stated outright, in an inter¬ 
view' given to an American United Press correspondent, that 
the South Korean Army could capture F'^hyongyang in the 
(ourse of three days. On 0 :tc ber 31, 1940, Sin Sen Mo, 
Defence Minister of the Id Seung Man Government, also 
told new^spaper correspondents that the South Korean troops 
were strong enough to act and take Phyongyang w ithin a few 
days. Only one week before the provocative attack of the 
South Korean troops on the frontier areas of the Korean 
People's Democratic Republic, Li Seung Man said, in a speech 
on June iq in the so-called “National Assembly “ where Mr. 
Dulles, adviser to the U. S. State Department, w'as present : 
“If we cannot protect democracy in the cold war, we shall 
win in a hot w'ar.” 

It is not difficult to understand that representatives 
of the South Korean authorities could only make such state¬ 
ments because they felt that they had American support 
behind them. 
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One month before the present developments in Korea, 
on May iq, 1Q50, Mr .Johnson, Chief American Administra¬ 
tor of Aid to Korea, told the American Congress House of 
Representatives Appropriations Committee that 100,000 
officers and men of the South Korean Army, equipped with 
American weapons and trained by the American Mili¬ 
tary Mission, had completed their preparations and could 
begin war at any time. 

It is known that only a few^ days before the Korean 
events, the United States Defence Secretary, Mr. Johnson, 
the Chief of the General Staff of the United States Armed 
Forces, General Bradley, and the State Department adviser, 
Mr. Dulles, arrived in Japan and had special conferences 
with General MacArthur and that afterwards Mr. Dulles 
visited South Korea and went to frontier areas on the 38th 
Parallel. 

Only one week before the events — on June iq — Mr 
Dulles, adviser to the State Department, declared in the 
above-mentioned “National Assembly * of South Korea that 
the United States was ready to give all necessary moral and 
material support to South Korea which was fighting against 
communism. 

1 hese facts speak for themselves and need no comment. 

The very first days showed, however, that events were 
not developing in favour of the South Korean authorities. 
The Korean F^eople's Democratic Republic gained a number 
of successes in the struggle against the South Korean troops, 
which are directed by American military advisers. 

When it became clear that the terrorist regime of the 
Li Seung Man clique, which had never enjoyed the support 
of Korean people, was collapsing, the United States Govern¬ 
ment resorted to open intervention in Korea, ordering its 
air, naval and subsequently its ground forces to side with 
the South Korean authorities against the Korean people. 
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'Fherehy the United States Government went over Irom 
a policy of preparing aggression to outright acts of aggression 
and embarked on a course of open intervention in Korea's 
domestic affairs, on a course of armed interxention in Korea. 
Having taken this course, the United States Government 
\ iolated peace, demonstrating thereby that far from seeking 
to consolidate peace it is, on the contrary, an enemy of peace. 

T hese facts show that the United States Government is 
only disclosing its aggressive plans in Korea step by step. 
}'irst it declared that United States intervention in Korean 
affairs would be confined to the shipment of xxcir and other 
materials only. Then it was announced that air and naval 
forces, but without ground troops, would also be sent. Fol¬ 
lowing this, it was stated also that United States ground 
forces would be sent to Korea. 

It is also known that at first the United States Govern¬ 
ment declared that American armed forces would take part 
in operations in South Korean territory only. Hardly had 
a few days passed, however, when the American Air Force 
transferred its operations to North Korean territor\' and 
attacked Phyongyang and other cities 

All this goes to show that the United States Government 
is drawing the United States more and more into war, but, 
compelled to reckon with the unwillingness of the American 
people to be involved in a new military adventure, it is gra¬ 
dually impelling the country step by step towards ofx:n war. 

I'he United States Government tries to justify armed 
intervention against Korea by alleging that it w as undertaken 
on the authorisation of the Security Council. The falsity of 
such an allegation strikes the eye. 

What happened in reality ^ 

It is known that the United States Government had 
started armed intervention in Korea before the Security 
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(xvuncil was sumnioncjiJ to meet on June 27, without takin^.$ 
into conskleration w hat decision the vSecurity (Council miglii 
take. ’] hiLS the kViitcd States Cjovcrnmcm confronted the 
I'nited Naiicns Organisation with a fan aicowplj widi a 
\ iolatk.>r> of peace. 

The Security Council merely rubber-stamped and back¬ 
dated the resolution proposed by the I 'nited States C jovern- 
rnent, appro\'ing the aggressive actions which this (jovern- 
me nr had undert«aken. r’urthermore. the American resolu¬ 
tion w as adopted by the Security ('ouncil w ith a gross \ioIa- 
ti(;n of the ( hartcr of the LTited Nations t)rganisation. 


In accordance w ith Article 27 of the United Nations 
Charter, all Security Council decisions on major issues must 
be adopted by an alhrmatixc \ ote of no less than seven mem¬ 
bers, including the \'otcs of all the five permanent members 
of the Security Council, i. c.. of the Soviet Union, China, the 
United States, Great {'Britain and France. 

However, the American resolution approving the Unite*,! 
States armed intervention in Korea was adopted by only 
six votes-—those of the United States, Britain, ITance, Norw a\' 
(Tiba and Fcuaclor. i'he \'ote of the Kuomintangite, 
T'siang Ting-fu, w^ho unlawfully occupies China’s seat 
on the Security Council, was counted as the seventh vote lor 
this resolution. 

Furthermore, of the five permanent members of the 
Council only three—the United States, Britain and France— 
w^ere present at the Security Council’s meeting on June 27. 
d^wo other permanent members of the Security Council— 
the USSR and China—w^ere not present at the Council meet¬ 
ing, since the hostile attitude of the United States Govern¬ 
ment towards the Chinese petiple deprives China of the 
opportunity of having her legitimate representative on the 
Security Council, and this made impossible the Soviet Union’s 
participation in the meetings of the Security Council. 
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Thus neither of these two requirements of the United 
Nations Charter with regard to the Security' Council's 
cedurt^ for taking decisions were fulfilled at the Ck)uncirs 
session on June 27, which depri\es the reso’ution adopted 
at t ha I se s s ion o f a n y le ga 1 lor ce. 


It is also known that the United Nations (lian.er en\ i- 
sages the intervention of the Security ('ouncil only in those 
cases where the matter concerns e\ents of an international 
order and not of an internal character, \lorco\er the 
(Tarter directly forldds the interxention of the United 
Nations Organisation in the internal aifairs of any Stale when 
it is a matter of an internal conflict between tv\o groups of one 
State, d hus the Security Council by its decision of June 27 
\ iolated also this most im|x>rtant principle of the United 
N ations ()rgan isa t ion. 

It follows from the aforesaid that this resolution, whicli 
the U. S. Government is using as a cover for its armed inter- 
vention in Korea, was illegally put through the vSecuritv 
Council with a gross violation of the Cdiarter of the United 
Nations Organisation. ITis only became possible because 
the gross pressure of the United States Government on the 
members of the vSecurity Council converted the United 
Nations Organisation into a kind of branch of the U. S. State 
Department, into an obedient tool of the policy of American 
ruling circles who acted as violators of peace. 

The illegal resolution of June 27, adopted by the Secu¬ 
rity ("ouncil under pressure from the United States Govern¬ 
ment, shows that the Security CJouncil is acting, not as a body 
which is charged with the main responsibility for the main¬ 
tenance of peace, but as a topi utilised by the ruling circles 
of the United States for unleashing war. 

This resolution of the Security Council constitutes a 
hostile act against peace. 
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11 the Security Council valued the cause ol peace, it 
should have attempted to reconcile the fighting sides in Korea 
before it adopted such a scandalous resolution. Only the 
Security Council and the United Nations Secretary-CJeneral 
could have done this. Ho\ve\er, they did not make such an 
attempt, evidently knowing that such peaceful action con¬ 
tradicts the aggressor’s plans. 

It is impossible not to note the unseemly role played in 
that whole affair by the United xNations Secretary-Cjeneral, 
Mr. Trygve Lie. Being under the obligation by virtue of 
his position, to observe the exact fulfilment of the United 
Nations Charter, the Secretary-General, during discussion 
of the Korean problem in the Security Council, far from ful¬ 
filling his direct duties on the contrary obsequiously helped 
a gross violation of the Charter to be committed by the 
Government of the United States and other Security Council 
members. Thereby the Secretary General showed that he 
is concerned, not so much with strengthening the United 
Nations Organisation and with promoting peace as wath liovv 
to help the United States ruling circles to carry out their 
aggressive plans w ith regard to Korea. 

At a press con ference on June 2 q, F^resident rrurnan 
denied that the United States, having launched Fiostilities in 
Korea was in a state of w'ar. He announced that this was 
only “police action” in support of the United Nations Orga¬ 
nisation and alleged that this action was aimed against a 
’ group of bandits” from North Korea. 

It is not difficult to understand the untenability of such 
an allegation. 

It has long been known that in undertaking aggressive 
actions an aggressor usually i;jjsoi'ts to this or that method 
of camouflaging his actions. 

Everyone remembers that w'hen in the summer of ic) 37 , 
militarist Japan started intervention in North China with 
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the cannpai^n on Peking, it announced that this was soleh' 
a local “incident*' for the sake of maintaining peace in the 
Past, although no one believed this. The military operation 
(General Mac Arthur has now undertaken in Korea upon 
the instructions of the United States Government can 
be regarded as “police action'* in support of the United 
Nations Organisation to just the same extent as the war 
started by the Japanese militarists against C'hina in 
could be regarded as a local “incident*' for maintaining peace 
in the East. 

As is known, the operations of the United States armed 
forces in Korea are commanded not by some police officer 
but by General MacArthur. However, it would be absurd 
to admit that tlie Commander-in-Chief of the United States 
Armed Forces in Japan Gcner'al MacArthur is directing not 
military operations but some sort of "police action" in Korea. 
Who will believe that MacArthur's armet^ forces, including 
military aviation down to Flying Fortresses and jet planes 
which attack the civilian population and the peaceful cities 
of Koiea, the navy including cruisers and aircraft carriers 
as well as ground forces were needed for a “police action" 
against a “group of bandits "? 

Ihis is something that even quite naive persons will 
hardly believe. 

It w'ill not be superfluous to regall in this connection 
that when the People's l^iberation Army of China was fight¬ 
ing against Chiang Kai shek's armies w^hich w'cre equipped 
with American military technique, certain people also called 
it “groups of bandits". What the reality turned out to be, 
however, is something well known to all. It turned out that 
those who were called "groups of bandits" not only expressed 
the fundamental national interests of China, but also cons¬ 
tituted the Chinese people. Those whom the ruling circle 
of the United States thrust upon China as a Government 
turned out to be in reality a handful of bankrupt adventurers 
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and bandits who traded the national honour and independence 
of China right and left. 

What arc the real aims of American armed intervention 
in Korea 

Evidently, the point is that the aggressive circIcsS 
of the United States violated peace in order to lay hands 
not only on the South hut also on North Korea. Fhe in¬ 
vasion of Korea b\' American armed forces constitutes open 
war against the Korean people. Its goal is to deprive 
Korea of her national independence, to prevent the formation 
()[ a united demociatic Korean State and forcibly to establish 
in Korea an anti-popular regime which would allow the ruling 
circles of the United States to convert the country into 
their colony and use Korean, territory as a military and 
strategic springl'^oard in the f’ar East. 

In, ordering the United States armed forces to attack 
Korea President d'ruman at the same time stated that he hai.! 
ordered the American Navy “to prevent any attack on 
I 'or’mosa” which means the (Kcupation by American armed 
forces of this part of (diina’s territory 

lias nioN c ()l the United States Ciovernment const i- 
lutes outright aggression against China. 

This move of the United States Government furthermore 
ccaistiiutcs a gross violation of the Cairo and Potsdam Inter¬ 
national Agreements concerning Formosa being C-hinese 
territory, agreements which bear the signature of the Linited 
States Government too, and is also a violation of the state¬ 
ment made by President Truman on January 5 of this year 
to the effect that the Americans woXild not intervene in the 
affairs of F^ormosa. 

F^resident Truman also stated that he had instructed 
American armed forces to be increased in the Philippines, 
which aims at intervention in the domestic affairs of the 
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Philippine State and at kindling an internal struggle. This 
act of the American Government shows that it continues to 
regard the Philippines as its colony and not as an inde¬ 
pendent State which furthermore is a member of the United 
Nations Organisation. 

President Truman stated in addition that he had issued 
an instruction that so-called “military assistance" to Tranee 
in Indo-China he accelerated. This statement of 1 Resident 
Truman shows that the United States Government has em¬ 
barked on a course of kindling war against the people of 
Viet Nam for the sake of supporting the colonial regime in- 
Indo-China, thereby demonstrating that it is assuming the 
role of gendarme of the peoples of Asia 

Thus President Truman’s statement of June 27 means 
that the United States Government has violated peace and 
has gone over from a policy of preparing aggression to direct 
acts of aggression simultaneously in a whole number of 
countries in Asia. Thereby the United States Government 
has trampled underfoot its obligations to the United Nations 
in promoting peace the world over and has acted as a 
violator of peace. 

There is no small number of historical examples of cases 
where by means of intervention from without the attempt 
was made to throttle the struggle waged by the people for 
national unity and for democratic rights. 

In this connection one could recall the war between the 
Northern and Southern States of North America in the 
sixties of the last centur y. At that time the Northern States 
headed by Abraham Lincoln waged an armed struggle against 
the slaveowneiTs of the South for the abolition of slavery and 
for the preservation of the national unity of the country. 
When attacked by the South the armed forces of the Northern 
States did not, as iis known, limit themselves to defence of 
their own territory, but transferred military operations to 
the territory of the Southern States, routed the troops of 
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the planters and slave-owners who did not enjoy the support 
of the people, smashed the slave-owning system existing 
in the South and created the conditions for establishing 
national unity. 

It is known that at that time certain Governments, as 
for instance the British Government, also interveneo in the 
internal affairs of Noith America in favour of the South 
against the North and against national unity. Despite 
this, victory was won by the American people as personified 
by those progressive forces which headed the struggle of the 
North against the South. 

It will not be amiss to recall also another lesson of 
history. 

In the period after the October Revolution in Russia 
when the reactionary Tsarist generals, having dug themselves 
in on the outskirts of Russia, rent Russia asunder, the Gov¬ 
ernment of the United States, together with the Governments 
of Britain, France and certain other States, intervened in 
the domestic affairs of the Soviet country and came out on 
the side of the reactionary Tsarist generals in order to prevent 
the unification of our Motherland under the aegis of the 
Soviet Government. The United States Government also 
did not shrink from armed intervention, sending its troops 
to the Soviet Far East and to the Archangel area. Together 
with the troops of certain other countries, the American troops 
actively helped the Russian Tsarist generals—Kolchak, 
Denikin, Yudenich and others—in their struggle against 

the Soviet power; shot Russian workers and peasants and 
plundered the population. 

As we see, in this case, too, the ruling circles of certain 
foreign States, violating peace, tried by armed intervention 
to turn back the wheel of history, tried forcibly to pose 
on the people the much-hated regime they had overthrown 
and tried to prevent the unification of our country into a 
single State. 
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It is universally known how this interventionist adven* 
ture ended. 

It is useful .to recall these historical examples because 
the events now taking place in Korea and certain other 
countries of Asia, and the aggressive policy cf the United 
States as regards these countries, are in many respects re¬ 
miniscent of the above-mentioned events from the history 
of the United States and Russia. 

The Soviet Government has already expressed its 
altitude towards the policy which is being pursued by the 
United States Government, a policy of gross intervention 
in the domestic aftairs of Korea, in its reply of June 2 q 
to the statement of the United States Government, dated 
June 27. 

The Soviet Government invariably adheres to a policy 
of strengthening peace the world over and to its traditional 
principle of non-interference in the domestic aftairs of other 
States. 

The Soviet Government holds that the Koreans have 
the same right to arrange at their own discretion their 
internal national affairs in the sphere of uniting South and 
North Korea into a single national State as the North 
Americans had in the sixties of the last century when they 
united the South and the North of America into a single 
national State. 

From all the aforesaid it follows that the Government 
of the United States of America has committed a hostile 
act against peace and that it bears the responsibility for the 
consequences of the armed aggression it has undertaken. 

The United Nations Organisation will fulfil its duties 
of maintaining peace only in the event that the Security 
Council demands the unconditional cessation of American 
military intervention and the immediate withdrawal of 
American armed forces from Korea, 



AMERICAN RULING CIRCLES HAVE GONE OVER TO 
DIREQ AaS OF AGGRESSION 

Editorial Comment in ^Travda*\ June 28. 

O N June 27, President Truman of the United States of 
America issued a special statement on the events 
in Korea. 

'I'he events in Korea, which have occupied the centre of 
attention of world public opinion, reveal with all clarity 
that the imperialist warmongers will not stop half way in 
pursuit of their objects. As is known, on June 25, the 
provocative actions of troops of the puppet Government of 
South Korea, directed against the Korean People's Demo* 
cratic Republic, unleashed military operations on the territory 
of Korea. In reply to this, Security Detachments and troops 
of the Korean People’s Republic undertook active measures 
and carrying out their Government's orders went over to 
the counter-offensive transferring military operations to the 
terriroty south of the 38th Parallel. 

The Government of the Korean People’s Democratic 
Republic has been able repeatedly to demonstrate its consis¬ 
tency in defence of the interests of the Korean people their 
democratic development, their independence, their patriotic 
aspirations for unity. Even at the beginning of this month 
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the Single United DemcKratic Front and the Presidium of the 
Supreme National Assembly of Korea in Phyongyang, express¬ 
ing the will of the Korean people came forward with a pro¬ 
posal to carry out the peaceful unification of the country 
The South Korean clique of Li Seung Man answered this pro¬ 
posal on June 25th by beginning internecine, fratricidal war. 

The Li Seung Man clique has taken the path of military 
adventure. It relied in advance on military aid from its 
overseas masters. The aggressive plans of its protectors are 
now beginning to be disclosed. 

As is clear from the afore-mentioned statement by 
IVuman, he has instructed the air and naval forces of the 
United States to give armed “support * to the army of Li 
Seung Man, the traitor to the Korean people. At the same 
time the American President has instructed the American 
Seventh Fleet to “prevent any attack on Formosa ', which 
is an order for the actual occupation by American armed 
forces of part of the territory of China. 

This order signifies that the Government of the United 
States of America has undertaken a direct act of aggression 
against the Korean People's Democratic Republic and against 
the People’s Republic of China. 

Truman’s statement and actions, unprecedented in inter¬ 
national relations of the post-war period, constitute further 
evidence that the American ruling circles no longer confine 
themselves to the preparation of aggression, but have gone 
over to direct acts of aggression. 

But have they not gone too far ? 

The American Government, with its characteristic un¬ 
ceremoniousness as regards international law, is grossly 
trampling on the United Nations Charter, acting as though 
the United Nations Organisation did not exist at all. 
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The question arises, who authorised the American 
Government to take this step ? In bringing its armed forces 
into action, did the United States Government reach aggree- 
ment on its policy with the United Nations Organisation, 
about their loyalty to which Truman and Acheson are so 
vociferous ? Whem and when did the Security Council take 
a decision giving the United States Government a free hand 
in the acts of direct aggression undertaken by it ? 

As is known, neither the United Nations Organisation 
nor any other international body has authorised the Govern* 
ment of the United States of America to undertake these 
actions with regard to Korea and China which Truman 
announced yesterday. 

In undertaking its openly aggressive act the American 
Government evidently set itself the aim of confronting the 
United Nations Organisation with a accompli^'. 



SOVIET GOVERNMENT’S REPLY TO MR. TRYGVE LIE 


The follow ing is the text of the communication 
from Mr. Trygve Lie, Secretary General of the 
United Nations, addressed to the Ministry of 
I^'oreign Affairs of the USSR : 



have the honour to inform you of the following text 
of a resolution adopted by the Security Council at 
its 474th meeting, June 27, 1050 : 


ITe vSecurity Council, 


Having decided that the armed attack on the Korean 
Republic by troops from Northern Korea constitutes a viola- 
tion of peace : 

having called lor the immediate cessation of military 
operations ; 

ha\'ing called on the North Korean authorities imme¬ 
diately to w ithdraw their armed forces to the jSth Parallel ; 

ha\ ing noted from the report of the Korean Commission 
of the United Nations Organisation that the North Korean 
authorities have not ceased military operations and have 
not withdrawn their armed forces to the 38th Parallel, and 
that urgent military measures are required for the restora¬ 
tion of international peace and security ; 

having noted the appeal of the Korean Republic to the 
United Nations Organisation for immeciiate and effective 
steps to safeguard peace and security ; 

Recommends that the members of the United Nations 
Organisation give the Korean Republic such aids as may be 
necessary to repulse the armed attack and restore interna¬ 
tional peace and security in this area." 
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The following is the text of the Soviet Government's 
reply of June 28, to the message of Mr. Trygve Lie : 

To the Secretary General of the United Nations Organisa¬ 
tion, Mr. Trygve Lie, in New York. 

The Soviet Government has received from you the text 
ol the Security Council’s resolution of June 27, calling on 
United Nations members as to the need to intervene in Korean 
affairs to the benefit of the South Korean authorities. 

1 he vSoviet Government states that this resolution was 
adopted by six votes with the oarticipation of a seventh, the 
Kuomintangite Tsiang I'ing-ftr who has no lawful right to 
represent China. But, in accordance with the Charter of the 
United Nations, to adopt decisions, the Security Council 
needs seven votes, including the live Permanent Council 
Members, namely — the USA. Great Britain, I •ranee, the 
USSR and China. 

It is also known that when the said decision was taken, 
two FYrmanent Members of the Security Council, the USSR 
and China, were absent. But, in accordance with the United 
Nations Charter, the Security Council can take a decision on 
important issues only if unanimity is expressed by all five 
Permanent Council Meml->crs, namely — the USA, Great 
Britain, France, the USSR and China. 

In view of the above-stated, it is quite plain that the 
^^id decision of the Security Council on the Korean problem 
has no legal force. 


^noi;iis 
-jd vcfi 



SOVIET GOVERNMENrS REPLY TO UNITED STATES 


On June 27, Mr. A. Kirk, United States Ambas¬ 
sador, forwarded an aide-memoire to A.A, Gromyko, 
Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs of the 
USSR, containing a statement of the U. S. 
Government of the following content; 


Y Government has instructed me to call your atten* 
tion to the fact that North Korean forces have 
crossed the 38th Parallel and invaded the territory 
of the Republic of Korea in force at several points. The refusal 
of the So\ iet representative to attend the U. N. Security 
Council meeting on June 25, despite the clear threat to peace 
and the obligations of a member of the Security Council under 
the Charter, requires the Government of the United States to 
bring this matter directly to the attention of the Government 
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. In view of the 
universally known fact of the close relations between the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the North Korean 
regime, the United States Government asks an assurance 
that the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics disavows respon¬ 
sibility for this unprovoked and unwarranted attack and that 
it will use its influence with the North Korean authorities 
to w ithdraw their invading forces immediately. 


On the instructions of the Soviet Government, 
on June 29, A. A. Gromyko stated to Mr. A. Kirk 
the following : 

In connection with the statement of the Government of 
the United States of America forwarded by you on June 27, 
the Soviet Government has instructed me to state the follow¬ 
ing: 


I. According to reliable data of the Soviet Government, 
the events taking place in Korea were provoked by the attack 
of troops of the South Korean authorities on the North 
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Korean border regions. Therefore responsibility for these 
events rests with the South Korean authorities and with those 
who stand behind their backs. 

2. As is known, the Soviet Government withdrew its 
troops from Korea earlier than this was done by the Govern¬ 
ment of the United States of America and thereby confirmed 
its traditional principle of non-interference in the internal 
affairs of other States. The Soviet Government continues 
to adhere to the principle of the impermissibility of inter¬ 
ference of foreign pow ers in the internal affairs of Korea. 

3. It is incorrect that the Soviet Government refused to 
take part in the Security Council meetings. With the best 
will in the world it was impossible for the Soviet Government 
to take part in the Security Council meetings inasmuch as, 
owing to the position of the United States Government, a 
permanent member of the Security Council—China -has 
not been admitted to the Council, which renders it impos* 
sible for the Security Council to adopt decisions having legal 
force. 



NAVAL BLOCKADE OF THE KOREAN COAST— 

A NEW AQ OF AGGRESSION 

Soviet Reply to U. S. Note. 

On July 4, the Ministry of horeign Allairs ol the 
USSR received from the United ^States Lmbassy 
the following Note: 

HE Ambassador of the United States of America pre- 
^ sents his complements to the Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
and, in accordance with instructions, has the honour to 
inform the Minister that the President of the United States 
of America, in keeping with the United Nations Security 
Council's request for support to the Republic of Korea 
in repelling the‘North Korean invaders and restoring peace 
in Korea, has ordered a naval blockade of the Korean 
coast. f'his is effecti\'e immediately. 

On July P. the Ministry of F'oreign .Affairs of the USSR 
forwarded to the United States Embassy a Note ot the fol¬ 
lowing content : 

The Ministr\' of Foreign Affairs of the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics acknowledges receipt of the Embassy's 
Note of July 4 of this year, and on the instruction of the Soviet 
Government has the honour to state the following; 

In the Note mentioned, the Embassy announces that the 
President of the United States of America has ordered a naval 
blockade of the Korean coast, alluding to the Security Coun¬ 
cil's resolution on the Korean cjuestion. 

The Soviet Government, in its reph of June 29 to the 
message of the United Nations Secretary-General, Mr. Trygve 
Lie, has already stated that the said resolution of the 
Security Council on the Korean question, adopted in viola- 
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tion of the United Nations ('barter, has no legal force and 
consequently cannot serve as a legal basis for taking any 
measures whatsoever with regard to Korea, including a naval 
blockade of Korea. 

The blockade of Korea constitutes a new act of aggression. 
This blockade is just as incompatible with the United 
Nations' principles as is the entire armed intervention of the 
United States in Korea. 

Owing to the aforesaid, the Soviet Government will con¬ 
sider the Government of the United States of America res¬ 
ponsible for all the consequences of this act and for all damage 
to the interests of the Soviet Union which may be caused in 
connection with the carrying out of the above-mentioned 
blockade. 



SOVIET GOVERNMENT’S REPLY TO Mr. TRYGVE LIE 


concerning Security Council Resolution of July 7. 

Mr. Trygve Lie, Secretary-General of the United 
Nations Organisation, forwarded to the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs of the USSR the following telegram, 
communicating the text of the resolution adopmd by 
the Security Council on the Korean problem : 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Moscow. 



have the honour to communicate the following text of 
the resolution adopted by the Security Council at its 
476th meeting held on July 7, 1950 : 


*‘The Security Council, 

Having determined that the armed attack upon the 
Republic of Korea by forces from North Korea constitutes 
a breach of peace. 

Having recommended that the members of the United 
Nations furnish such assistance to the Republic of Korea as 
may be necessary to repel the armed attack and to restore 
international peace and security in the area, 

“i. Welcomes the prompt and vigorous support which 
the Governments and peoples of the United Nations have 
given to its resolutions of June 25 and 27, 1950, to assist the 
Republic of Korea in defending itself against armed attack 
and thus to restore international peace and security in the 
area, 


“2. Notes that members of the_United^Nations have 
transmitted to the United Nations offers of assistance for the 
Republic of Korea, 
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3 Recommends that all members providing military 
iorces and other assistance pursuant to the aforesaid Security 
C'ouncil resolutions make such forces and other assistance 
available to the unified command under the United States. 

4. Requests the United States to designate the Com¬ 
mander of such forces. 

“ 5. Authorises the unified command, at its discretion, 
to use the United Nations flag in the course of operations 
against the North Korean forces concurrently with the flags 
of various nations participating, 

6. Requests the United States to provide the Security 
Council with reports, as appropriate, on the course of action 
taken under the unified command." 

The following is the text of the Soviet Government’s 
reply to the communcation of the United Nations Secretary- 
General , Mr. Trygve Lie. 

Mr Trygve I^ie, Secretary-General, United Nations, 
New' York. 

I'he Soviet Government has received your telegram 
which gives the text of the Security Council’s resolution of 
July 7 with regard to placing armed forces and other means 
at the disposal of the so-called "Unified Command under the 
United States," to requesting the United States to designate 
the commander for such forces and to using the United 
Nations flag in the course of military operations in Korea. 

1 he Soviet Government finds that the above resolution 
was passed with the same gross violations of the United 
Nations Charter as was also the Security Council's resolution 
on the Korean problem of June 27. This resolution was taken 
in the absence of two permanent members of the Security 
Council—the Soviet Union and China—and further more by 
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only SIX \ otes. w ith the participation of a seventh—a Kuo- 
mintangite—who has no law'ful right to represent ("hina. 

in view of the said circumstances it is clear that this 
decision of the Security Council cannot have legal force 
cither. 

I urthermorc, the Soviet Government deems it neces¬ 
sary to cal! attention to the following : 

The aforesaid resolution of the Security (Council aims at 
unlawfully using the United Nations flag to cover the armed 
actions of the United States in Korea, which constitute 
direct aggression on the part of the United States with regard 
to the Korean people. 

All this gives ground for the Soviet Government to 
declare that the Security Ccuncil's decision of July 7 is firstly, 
unlawful and secondly, represents direct support to the arm¬ 
ed aggression against the Korean people. 



EXCHANGE OF MESSAGES BETWEEN J. V. STALIN 
and Mr. NEHRU. 


The following is a translation of Mr. Nehru's 
address to J. V. Stalin, j V. Stalin's reply to 
Mr. Nehru's address and Mr. Nehru's message 
to J. V Stalin, published m the newspapers 
on July 18. 

The address of the Prime Minister of India, 
Mr. Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, of July 13 to 
the Chairman of the Council of Ministers of 
the USSR, J. V. Stalin, reads : 



N talks which our Ambassador has had with the Ministry 
of Foreign Aflairs in Moscow he explained India’s atti¬ 
tude towards the Korean conflict. The aim of India is 


to localise the conflict and assist a speedy, peaceful settlement 
through the elimination of the present impasse in the Security 
Council, so that the representative of the People’s Govern¬ 
ment of China could take his place in the Council, the 
USSR could return to it, and, within the framework of the 
Council or outside of the Council through unofficial contact, 
the USSR, the United States of America and China, with the 
assi.stance and with the co-operation of other peaceabl e States, 
could find a basis for the cessation of the conflict and for a 
final iBolution of the Korean problem. Being fully confident 
of Your Excellency's determination to uphold peace and to 
maintain thereby the solidarity of the United Nations, I 
venture to address you with this personal appeal to use your 
high authority and influence for achieving this common goal, 
upon which the well-being of humanity depends. 


Accept, Your Excellency, assurances of my highest res¬ 
pect. 
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The reply of J. V. Stalin to Mr. Nehru’s address reads : 

His Excellency the Prime Minister of the Republic of India, 

Mr. I^andit Jawaharlal Nehru : 

1 welcome your peaceable initiative. 1 fully share your 
point of view as regards the expediency of a peaceful settle¬ 
ment of the Korean question through the Security Council 
with the obligatory participation of the representatives of 
the five Great Powers, including the People’s Government 
of China. I believe that for a speedy settlement of the Korean 
question it would be expedient to hear in the Security Council 
representatives of the Korean people. 

Respectfully, J. Stalin, Prime Minister of the Soviet 
Union. July 15. 

The message of the Prime Minister of India, Mr. 

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, of July 16, addressed to 

J. V. Stalin, reads ; 

Mis Excellency, the Prime Minister of the Soviet Union, 
J. V. Stalin. 

I am most grateful for Your Excellency’s prompt and 
encouraging reply. I am forthwith contacting other Govern¬ 
ments concerned and hope I shall soon be able again to 
address Your Excellency. 

With respects, Jawaharlal Nehru, Prime Minister of 
India. 



THE LINE OF PEACE AND THE LINE OF WAR 


V- vSTALlN S reply to the message of Mr. Nehru 
published on July i8, stirred up widest comments 
in all countries of the world. It was acclaimed 
by all freedom-loving peoples, by all progressive mankind 
as another vivid illustration of the consistent peace policy 
of the Soviet Union, the policy of defence of rights of all 
peoples 


in iiis reply J. V. wStalin wrote “1 weicomt your peac- 
able initiative. 1 fully share your point of view as regards 
the expediency of a peaceful settlement of the Korean question 
through the Security ('ouncil with the obligatory participa¬ 
tion of the representatives of the hive Great Powders includ¬ 
ing the People's Government of China”. 


lixpressing support for Mr. Nehru’s peace proposal 
J. Stalin pointed out the only correct way to the termination 
of the war forced upon the Korean people by the United 
States rulers, as well as the way in which the United Nations 
wall be able to fulfil its designated aims and tasks. 

In his reply to Mr. Nehru, j. V. Stalin points out, ”I 
believe that for a speedy settlement of the Korean question 
it would be expedient to hear in the Security Council repre¬ 
sentatives of the Korean people”. It is known that the 
United Nations Charter specifies that it is the purpose of the 
United Nations to “develop friendly relations among nations 
based on respect for the principle of equal rights and self 
determination of peoples”. 

J. V. Stalin’s reply to Mr. Nehru’s message supplied a 
powerful stimulant to the unification of supporters of peace 
in their struggle against the imperialist instigators of war, 
their struggle for peace and security of peoples. Nehru's 
proposal for a peaceful settlement of the Korean Question 
through the Security Council in its legitimate composition 



corresponding to the provisions of the United Nations 
j Charter, that is with the participation of representatives of 
T;. the USSR and the Chinese People’s Republic, attests to the 
utter failure of the efforts of the American ruling circles to 
cover up their criminal aggression in Korea with the United 
' Nation’s Mag. 

• Unlawful falsified decisions adopted by a group of mem- 
bcrs of the Security Council in accordance with American 
dictates deceived no one. The whole world can see that 
>■ American imperialism is acting as aggressor, disrupting peace 
and waging a war of conquest. 

The message of India's Prime Minister and J.V. Stalin’s 
reply caused confusion and alarm among the United States 
ruling circles. They were confronted with the alternative of 
S supporting Nehru’s peace move or exposing themselves again 
as criminal aggressors. 

.1 It uas an embarrassing position for the ruling circles of 
I the United States. The American press wrote not without 
: reason that Acheson had a “delicate” task before him. The 
State Department was drafting the reply to Mr. Nehru. 

' According to press reports the reply to Mr. Nehru was 
^ redrafted.... It has now' been made public. The USA rejected 
I the peace move of the Indian Prime Minister thereby showing 
t that the American ruling circles intend to continue the 
predatory aggressive war against the Korean people. 

Acheson’s rejection of Nehru’s proposal for a peaceful 
settlement of the Korean Question through the Security 
, Council in its legitimate composition is clear evidence to 
the effect that the USA does not w'ish the Security Council 
to restore its activities on the basis of the United Nations 
,r Charter. 

j Acheson’s reply was published in the press onjuly 20. It 
V coincided with the publication of Truman’s lengthy message 
I to the Congress. The substance of this message shows that 
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it was in vain that the United States'State Secretary strain¬ 
ed his mental capacities to cloak his emphatic rejection of 
Nehru’s proposal in diplomatic form. Truman does it 
crudely and frankly in Ms message. Moreover the President's 
message shows that aggression in Korea is just a part of 
the big aggression programme of American imperialism. 

Truman demanded furth'er ten billion dollars for military 
purposes. It is known that thte United States budget totals 
qi billion dollars. 'Fruman furthermore demanded abolition 
of existing limits of the strength of American armed forces 
and permission for the Defence department to mobilise as 
large a part of the National Guard and reserves as “may be 
needed". 

The President’s message reveals that Truman does not 
intend to confine himself to the ten billon requested now. 
Considerable expenditure will yet be needed for arming the 
partners of the aggressive North-Atlantic E^loc. Truman 
warns beforehand that there would be new increase in 
taxation, cuts in allocations for social welfare, for peaceful 
construction. In other words working masses are to be burden¬ 
ed with terrific weight of new military outlays. As for the 
Wall Street bosses they are delightedly rubbing their hands 
in anticipation of new profits. 

In his message Truman says that the United States 
Government intends to continue the aggressive war in Korea, 
and to further aggressive policy directed against other 
peoples of Asia. In his message Truman announced that he 
had already given instructions to strengthen the American 
armed forces rendering support to the Philippines and to the 
United States of Indo-China as well as to the French armed 
forces in Indo-China. Truman confirmed that he had actually 
ordered the Seventh American Fleet to occupy Formosa. 

The meaning of Truman's words is clear. They mean 
that it is intended to continue the aggressive war in Korea? 
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and also to further agotression in the Philippines, Indo-China 
and Formosa — this is the Far Eastern programme of 
American imperialism in the near future. 

Truman’s message to the congress calls for a new feverish 
armaments drive reflecting increasingly the aggressive 
character of American policy. At the same time it reflects the 
efforts to save American economy from crisis by furthering 
the arms drive and ensuring to the Wall Street bosses mons¬ 
trous profits by furthering offensive upon the living standard 
of the working people. As for the bellicose boasting in 
which the President’s message abounds it is intended to 
obscure the failure of American adventures. 

F'rom Truman’s message it is evident that the United 
States ruling circles do not intend to confine themselves to an 
increase in American armaments alone. Truman makes it 
clear that strong pressure will have to be brought upon the 
Marshallised countries, upon all partners of the aggressive 
North-Atlantic Bloc in order to compel them to take active 
part in the armaments drive, in the drive in furthering war 
preparations. 

Rejection of Nehru’s peace proposals by the United 
States Government and the programme for a greater arms 
drive outlined in Truman’s message, represent fresh proof 
to the effect that American warmongers intend to widen the 
scope of their aggression. The task before the partisans of 
peace is to further the struggle for peace and against aggres¬ 
sion, against the criminal designs of imperialist adventurers 
who have run amuck. 


^^Pravda'\ July 24, 1950 



J. A. MALIK’S SPEECH IN SECURITY COUNCIL 

ON AUGUST 3, 1950. 

The following is the text of the speech made 
by J. A. Malik, the Soviet representative, in 
the Security Council on August 3 : 



HIS is already the third sitting that the Security 
Council is compelled to spend on discussion of 
the procedural question as regards the formulation 


in w'hich the Korean question is to be included in the 


agenda of the Security Council. 


In the course of the d'iscussion two directly opposing 
approaches to this question have clearly taken shape : 
W hether to discuss this question with the aim of its peaceful 
settlement, in the interests of peace, upon which the Soviet 
delegation is insisting, or whether to discuss it with the aim 
ol the continuation of military operations in Korea, the 
intensification of the armed intervention of the United States 
Government against the Korean people, the expansion of the 
scope of this aggression and the expansion of this war. 

The statements made by the United States representa¬ 
tive and the content of the proposals introduced by him make 
it clear that the United States Government insists on the 
continuation and intensification of the aggression, and in 
every way is trying to obstruct a peaceful settlement of the 
Korean question. 

Having gone over from a policy of preparation of aggres¬ 
sion to direct and active aggression, the Government of 
the United States of America is trying to involve the United 
Nations in its military adventure in Korea wdth the purpose 
of expanding and intensifying the aggression against the 
Korean people. 
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The Government of the USSR, steadfastly and consis¬ 
tently pursuing a policy of peace and regarding the United 
Nations as an instrument of peace, is introducing in the Secu¬ 
rity Council 0 proposal on a peaceful settlement of the Korean 
question. 

On the instruction of the Soviet Cj'o\ ernment. the USSR 
delegation has included in the Sccvirily rouneiTs agenda the 
item on a peaceful sctrlemcnt of the. Korean question, demand¬ 
ing that the Security C'ouncil urgently and without delay 
discuss this ejuestion and take the necessary measures for its 
peaceful settlement. 

How^ does the Cjovernment ol the United States and its 
delegation react to this Soviet proposal ? 

In order to prevent discussion ol tlie Soviet proposal 
the United States Government instructed its delegation to 
perpetrate a diversion, which consisted in the following ; 

On the eve of the sitting ol the Security C'ouncil convened 
by the wSoviet representative for August i. the United States 
delegation hastily introduced its draft resolution, and is now 
proposing that the Security C'ouncil consider only this reso¬ 
lution, rejecting the proposal of the Soviet delegation con¬ 
cerning the inclusion in the agenda of the Security Council 
of the two ciuestions introduced by it : “On recognition of 
the representative of the C'entral People's Cx)vernment of the 
C^hinese People’s Republic as the representative of China", 
and "on a peaceful settlement of the Korean cpiestion". 

In orcier to thwart the consideration of these tw^) urgent 
questions aimed at the restoration and consolidation of peace 
in Korea and aimed at the restoration of the Security Council 
with its lawful composition, inasmuch as without the parti¬ 
cipation of China the Security Council cannot be regarded 
as functioning with its lawTul composition and cannot adopt 
law'ful decisions, the delegation of the United States proposes 
in its draft resolution measures w^hich are in essence aimed at 
the intensification of military operations in Korea and at the 
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expansion of the aggression of the United States Government 
against the Korean people. 

The United States representative and his British colleague 
are trying to screen the aggressive essence of these proposals 
by talk about "localisation of the conflict." However, this 
term is being used by them only to cover up the aspiration 
of the United States Government to intensify its aggression 
in Korea, to increase the dispatch of troops and armaments 
to Korea, to extend the scale of military operations by involv¬ 
ing the armed forces of other States in participating in the 
war against the Korean people, to intensify the barbarous 
terrorist raids of American aircraft on the peaceful towns and 
villages of Korea, to increase the number of casualties among 
the Korean civil population and the number of premeditated 
murders. 

The ominous meaning of the term "localisation of the 
conflict" and "pacification" are well known from the history 
of Anglo-American imperialism. 

With the aid of this special manoeuvre the United States 
delegation is attempting to thwart consideration in the 
Security Council of the problem of a peaceful settlement of 
the Korean question. 

C'onsequently, there is a basic diflerence between the 
question advanced by the vSoviet delegation lor the consider¬ 
ation ol the Security Council and the proposal made by the 
delegation of the United States. The Soviet delegation 
proposes that the question concerning a peaceful settlement 
of the Korean question be discussed. The very title of the 
proposal speaks of the Soviet Government’s aspiration for 
peace and a peaceful settlement through the Security Coun¬ 
cil. 


The United States delegation, insisting upon the inclusion 
of its resolution in the agenda and attempting to attach to 
this resolution a false title—"Complaint concerning the 
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i aggression against the Korean Republic"—is trying to conceal 
; the United States aggression against the Korean people, to 
mislead the United Nations and world public opinion by 
; presenting the outbreak and development of the Korean 
' events on the basis of a unilateral, American, and wittingly 
! falsified version, to place the guilt for the outbreak of the 
; events in Korea upon the Government of the Korean People's 
Democratic Republic. 

Idowever, it has been proved by irrefutable data and 
facts that the present events in Korea began on June 25 as a 
consequence of the provocative attack launched by the troops 
of the South Korean authorities on the border regions of the 
Korean People's Democratic Republic. 

In the statement of the Soviet Government made by 
A. A. Gromyko, Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs, official 
statements and authentic facts were presented testifying 
I before the whole world that the attack was launched accord 
; ing to a premeditated and prepared plan, under the IcaLlei ship 
; and with the direct participation of American military 
i advisers, and also with the knowledge and not without the 
■; agreement of high-ranking United States officials —Sccrctar\^ 
j of Defence Johnson, Chief of the United States General Stafl 
! Bradley, State Department Adviser Dulles. 

5 There is no need to cite these facts again. 1 will rrierei> 

; draw the attention of the members of the Security Council 
^ to a photograph published in the American and British news- 
■ papers on June 26, that is, on the day following the outbreak 
[of the Korean events. 

j JTis exposing photograph shows none other than 
s Mr. Dulles, the official adviser of the United States State 
I Department, and Mn Muccio, United States "Ambassador" 

I to South Korea, standing in the trenches south of the 38th 
^Parallel in the company of American military advisers and 
i officers of the South Korean troops of the Lie Seung Man 
I puppet regime. 
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Hardly any member of the Security Council will suppose 
that Mr, Dulles and Mr. Muccio were engaged in picking 
violets in the trenches. Not at all, Mr. Dulles was occupy¬ 
ing himself there with affairs more prosaic and more in accord 
with his propensities as a warmonger. Mr. Dulles was check¬ 
ing up on the preparedness of the South Korean troops for 
an attack on North Korea. 

Subsequent statements in the Senate prove that he is 
one of the principal instigators of war who provoked the events 
in Korea. 

This photograph testifies that the aggression of the 
American Government in Korea is the result of a long-pre¬ 
meditated plan. 

The former Li Seung Man Minister of the Interior, forty- 
eight former members of the South Korean “National As¬ 
sembly" and many officers of the Li Seung Man troops in 
in their statements confirm the fact that the attack on North 
Korea was planned beforehand and launched at daybreak 
on June 25 this year on the order of Li Seung Man, who had 
earlier received General MacArthur’s order to prepare and 
carry out the plan for “the march on the North". 

Having provoked the armed attack of their South 
Korean puppets on the border regions of the Korean People's 
Democratic Republic, the United States ruling circles made 
haste to utilise this provocation for the justification of their 
long-premeditated and prepared armed aggression against 
the Korean people. 

Every more or less objective person understands that in 
Korea a civil war is being carried on between Southern and 
Northern Koreans, 

The hostilities between the Koreans—Northerners and 
Southerners—are of an internal nature, the nature of a Civil 
War. Therefore there are no grounds whatever for regarding 
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these hostilities as aggression. Aggression takes place where 
there is an obvious attack by one State against another. 
The Soviet Government has adhered to this position on the 
question of the definition of aggression since 1Q33. when the 
USSR delegation presented a definition of aggression in the 
Committee on Security Questions of the Geneva Conference 
for Restricting Armaments. 

This definition contains the guiding instructions for inter¬ 
national organs which can be called upon to determine the 
side guilty of attack, the attacking side, the aggressor. 

As is known, under this definition the following actions 
are considered as aggression : the declaration of war by one 
State against another State : the encroachment of the armed 
forces of one State on the territory of another State, be it 
even without a declaration of war: the bombing by the armed 
forces of one State of the territory of another State, etc. 

According to this definition no political, strategic or 
economic consideration whatever can serve as a justification 
of attack. 

Nor can aggression be justified by a refusal to recognise 
the ter/ritory of a State subjected to attack as one having 
distinctive characteristic features denoting it as a State. 
An attack cannot be justified by revolutionary or counter¬ 
revolutionary movements, civil war, or by the establishment 
or preservation of one political, economic or social system 
or another in any State. 

This definition of aggression and of the attacking side, 
that is of the aggressor, was in the main adopted in May 1933, 
by the League of Nations Committee on Questions of Security, 
composed of the representatives of seventeen States. It 
must be especially noted and the attention of the Security 
Council must be drawn to the circumstance that the compo¬ 
sition of the above-mentioned Committee included a number 
of States which are at present members of the Security Council 
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namely: the USSR, the United States, Great Britain, 
hranee and Norway. Hence, five States, now members of 
the Security Council , have accepted through their represen¬ 
tatives the above-mentioned international declaration as 
regards tlie definition of aggression and the aggressor. 

I-I()wc\er, owing to the delay of certain States, this 
matter had not been concluded by iq3q, W'hen war had alreach^ 
broken out. 1 rom the point of view of standards and defi¬ 
nitions of international law, contained in the afore-mentioned 
declarcition, the military operation of the United States Gov¬ 
ernment as regards the Korean people constitute direct armed 
aggression and the Government of the United States of 
America is the attacking side, that is the aggressor. 

The armed forces of the United States of America have 
encroached on Korean territory, although without a formal 
declaration of w'ar. 

The above-mentioned declaration qualifies such actions 
as aggression. 

Ground, naval and air forces of the United States are 
bombing Korean territory, are attacking Korean ships 
and air forces. In conformity with the above-mentioned 
declaration such actions constitute acts of aggression and the 
United States of America is the attacking State, that is , the 
aggressor. 

United States ground, naval and air forces have landed 
on the territory of Korea and are w'aging their military 
operations against the Korean people who at the present time 
are in a state of internal civil w^ar. Such actions on the part 
of the United States constitute aggression. 

d'he United States of America has established a sea 
blockade of Korean coasts and ports. In accordance with the 
aforementioned declaration these actions constitute aggression. 
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The United States of America is trying to justify its 
aggr/ession in Korea by so-called “strategic considerations”, 
by a desire to extend its defence line as far as possible from 
its own borders allegedly for purposes of “national security”. 

Is it not clear that such an explanation does not hold 
water and can in no way serve as a justification of the United 
States aggression against the Korean people? According 
to the aforementioned definition of aggression such actions 
constitute direct aggression. 

This definition says outright that no consideration of a 
political, strategic or economic nature can serve as a justi¬ 
fication of aggression. 

1 hus, an examination of the actions of the United States 
Government in Kore'a in the light of the aforetnentioned 
declaration concerning the definition of aggression indisput¬ 
ably confirms the fact that the United States Government 
has intervened in an internal conflict in Korea between two 
groupings of dne and the same State, and thereby undertook 
armed aggression against the Korean people. 

As regards the war between the Northerners and 
Southerners in Korea, this war is an internal, civil war and 
does not come under the definition of aggression in as much as 
a war is being waged not between two States but between 
two parts of the Korean people temporarily split into two 
governmental camps. 

Consequently, the conflict in Korea is an internal conflict. 
Ihe definition of aggression is inapplicable to the Southern 
or Northern Kor'eans just as the definition of aggression 
could not have been applied to the Southerners or Northerners 
in America when they were waging civil war for the purpose 
of reuniting their country. As is known, the role of aggres¬ 
sor at that time was played by Britain, who attempted to 
intervene in that civil war and hinder the unification of the 
North and South of America, just as now, together with the 
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United States, she is intervening in the civil war in Korea 
attempting to hinder the unification of that country. 

A similar situation is applicable also to China where, 
as is known, the struggle between Chiang Kai-shek's group 
and the People's Liberation movement of the North was not 
regarded as aggression, in view of which foreign powers 
refrained from intervening in this internal conflict, in this 
civil war. 

Prom all this it follows that the sole aggressors in Korea 
are those States which maintain their troops on the territory 
of Korea and intervene in the struggle between the 
Northerners and Southerners and are thus expanding the 
sphere of military operations. 

Hence, in Korea, on the one hand, there is an internal 
conflict between the Northern and Southern Koreans—a 
civil war—and, on the other hand, there is the armed inter¬ 
vention of the Government of the United States of America 
in this internal Korean civil war in the form of armed aggres¬ 
sion, completely falling under the definition of aggression as 
given in the declaration on the definition of aggression, 
adopted in May, 1933, by the League of Nations Committee 
on Questions of Security, composed of the representatives 
of seventeen States with the participation of the representative 
of the United States of America. 

As is known, the United Nations Charter also prohibi- 
bits outright the intervention of the United Nations in the 
internal affairs of any State when the question at issue 
is an internal conflict between two groupings of one and the 
same State, of one and the same nation. 

In conformity with this, the United Nations Charter 
provides for the intervention of the Security Council only 
in those cases where the question at issue concerns events of 
an international and not of an internal nature. 
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I his is how nicittcrs stand with the essence of the Korean 
question and the armed aggression of the United States of 
America against the Korean people. 

I'hus, the peoples of the world and the United Nations 
are now confronted with the fact of open armed aggression 
in Korea on the part of the United States Government and 
also with the fact of the attempt on the part of the United 
States to involve the United Nations in this aggression. 

Preparing long-premeditated aggression in Korea, the 
United States Government has blocked, as from January 
this year, the normal settlement of the question concerning 
the representation of China in the Security Council, as a 
result of which China through its sole lawful Government — 
the Central People's Government of the C'hinese People's 
Republic is as yet not represented in the Security Council, 
rendering impossible, participation in the Council sittings 
of the representative of the Soviet Union as well. 

1 aking advantage of the absence in the Security Council 
of two permanent members of the Security Council—the 
USSR and China—and dictating its will in that Council to 
its military-political allies, the United States of America, 
acting in a hasty, fire-alarm manner, imposed upon the 
Security Council a number of unlawful, scandalous resolu¬ 
tions, directed on the one hand towards covering up the 
United States’ aggression against the Korean people, and on 
the other hand towards fanning the flames of war in Korea 
and in the Far East to the utmost by involving other States 
in this war. 

The local, internal Korean conflict provoked by the 
ruling circles of the United States was subsequently utilised 
not only as a pretext for military intervention in Korean 
inteinal affairs but also as a cover for expanding its aggres¬ 
sion on the vast expanses of Asia—from the shores of Korea 
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and Japan to the territory of Viet Nam—for intervening in 
the internal afiairs of the Chinese, Viet Namese and Philip¬ 
pine peoples. 

Such are the generally known facts which cannot be 
refuted by whatever unilateral false versions and interven¬ 
tions so lavishly disseminated by the United States of 
America, both through official channels and through the 
system of American foreign policy propaganda—the noto¬ 
rious “Voice of America". Nor can these facts be refu¬ 
ted either by the hastily concocted communiques of General 
MacArthur which the Government of the United States is 
trying to present to the Security Council under the guise of 
its own “reports" cn the course of the United States’ military 
aggression in Korea, or by the procedural artifices of the 
United States representative in the Security Council. 

In view of the United States' armed aggression in Korea, 
the Security Council and the United Nations Organisation 
face two paths—the path of peace and the path of war. The 
Security Council must choose : whether it is to embark on 
the path of the continuation and expansion of the war through 
drawing into it an ever greater number of human and material 
resources or resolutely to turn towards peace and follow the 
path of a peaceftd settlement, to which it is called by all the 
peace-loving nations of the world led by the Soviet Union, 
headed by its leader and teacher of genius, the great Stalin. 

The ruling circles of the United States of America are 
dragging the Security Council and the United Nations on to 
the path of war. In their strivings for the establishment of 
world domination they have long since taken to the path of 
the policy of aggression. They have now gone over to direct 
acts of aggression by perpetrating a gross act of aggression 
with regard to the peace-loving Korean people, by embarking 
on the path of direct intervention in the internal affairs of 
Korea trying, by means of armed intervention, to prevent the 
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Korean people from realising their age-old dreams and hopes 
for the establishment of a free united and inclcpen<JcnL Kore-in 
State. 

Involving its own country more and more in the war in 
Korea the United States Government is making efforts to 
involve the Governments of other countries too, in war, first 
and foremost the ruling circles of the colonial l\)wers — 
Britain and her dominions, France and the Netherlands— 
trying to force them to join the armed aggression against the 
Korean people and intensify the aggression against the people 
of other Asian countries w^ho arc carrying on a struggle 
for freedom and national independence. 

The USSR, loyal to its peaceable policy, is calling 
upon the United Nations anc"! the Securitx' ("ouncil as the 
principal international organ for ensuring peace, to abandon 
the encouragement and covering up of the laiitcd States* 
aggression in Korea, towards which it is insi.stcntly impelled 
by the United States ruling circles, and firmlv to enter upon 
the path of a peaceful settlement of the Korean ejuestion the 
path of the restoration and maintenance of peace. 

Of course, the Security Council can function normally 
and discharge the noble mission entrusted to it of the main¬ 
tenance of peace and peaceful settlement onlv in the event 
of it functioning with its full lawful composition, meeting 
the requirements of the United Nations Charter—that is, 
wath the participation of the reprcscntati\*es of the USSR 
and the (Chinese People’s Republic. Only in this event will 
the decisions adofUed by it, with the participation of all its 
five permanent members, Ix'.ar legal lorce, he authoritative 
and indisputable from the point ol \iew' ol the LlniteJ 
Nations Charter and the generally accepted standards of 
international 1 aw. 

In strict conformity with the United Nations Charter 
the Soviet delegation demands the immediate recognition 
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of the representative of the Central People’s Government 
the Chinese People’s Republic as the representativ^e of Chini; 

Uness this most important prerequisite is fulfilled, every;? 
decision adopted by any group of members of the Securii\ 
Council will be an unlawful falsified decision contradictini ^5 
the United Nations Charter and bearing no international J 
legal force and significance. J 

The experience of the adoption of such decisions in con ; 
nection with the aggression of the United States of America 
in Korea fully corroborates this indisputable thesis. The; 
resolutions adopted in the Security Council under the dicta¬ 
tion of the American delegation and in violation of the United; 
Nations Charter, have no legal force, they are dictated b\ 
the aggressor’s desire to cover up and screen his aggression ; 
and are in no way wiiate\'er directed low^ards the consol ida 
tion of the cause of peace. 

The Security Council must discharge the duties of the 
maintenance of peace and peaceful settlement with w'hich it i 
is entrusted by the United Nations Charter. It can discharge ] 
them only in the event of it urgently and without delay 
beginning a peaceful settlement of the Korean question. I 

The delegation of the Soviet Union insists that the Secu¬ 
rity Council take to this path—the path of peace and a ; 
peaceful settlement of the Korean question. ; 

Only such a path will fully accord with the United ; 
Nations Charter and will meet with complete support from ; 
all peacedo\ing nations of the world. 

ihe vSoviet delegation insists upon the inclusion in the 
agenda of the Security Council of the two questions intro¬ 
duced by it and opposes the inclusion in the agenda of the 
diversionist, aggressive proposals made by the United States 
delegation, and will vote against these proposals. 




DEFINITION OF AGGRESSION PROPOSED BY THE 
SOVIET DELEGATION AND APPROVED BY THE 
LEAGUE OF NATIONS’ SECURITY COMMITTEE 
IN MAY, 1933. 


I he Cjencral Clommission. 

eonvSiJcring iJiat, in the interests ol' general security and 
in order to iacilitate the attainment of an agreement 
lor the maximum reduction ol armaments, it is 
necessary, w ith the utmost precision, to define aggres¬ 
sion in order to remove any possibility of its justi¬ 
fication ; 

recognising the principle oi the equal right of all States 
to independence, security and self-defence ; 

animated by the desire of ensuring to each nation, in the 
interests of general peace, the right of free development 
according to its own choice and at the rate that suits 
it best, and of safeguarding the security, independance 
and complete territorial inviolability of each State 
and its right to self-defence against attack or invasion 
from outside, but only within its own frontiers ; and 

anxious to provide the neccessary guidance to the inter¬ 
national organs which may be called upon to define 
the aggressor, 

Declares : 

1. 1 he aggressor in an international confiict shall be 

considered that State which is the first to take any of the 
following actions ; 

(a) declaration of war against another State : 

(b) the invasion by its armed forces of the territory 

of another State even without declaration of 


war ; 
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(c) bombarding the territory of another State by 

its land, naval or air forces, or knowingly attack¬ 
ing the naval or air forces of another State ; 

(d) the landing in, or introduction within the fron¬ 
tiers ot another State ol land, naval or air forces 
without the permission oi the Government of 
such a State, or the infringement of the conditions 
of such permission, particularly as regards the 
duration of sojourn or extension of area ; 

(e) the establishment of a naxal blockade of the 
coast or ports of another vState. 

2. No considerations whatsoever of a political, strate¬ 
gical or economic nature, including the desire to exploit 
natural riches or to obtain any sort of other advantages or 
considerable capital investments or other special interests in 
a given State, or to the alleged absence of certain attributes 
of State organisation in the case oi a given country, shall be 
accepted as justification of aggression as defined in Clause i. 

In particular, justification for attack cannot be based 
upon : 

A. I'he internal situation in a given btate, as for ins¬ 

tance : 

(a) political, economic or cultural backwardness 
of a given country ; 

(b) alleged maladministration ; 

(c) possible danger to life or property of foreign 
residents ; 

(d) revolutionary or counter-revolutionary move¬ 
ment, civil war, disorders or strikes ; 

(e) the establishment or maintenace in any State 
of any political, economic or social order. 

B. Any acts, laws, or regulations of a given State, as 

for instance ; 
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(a) the infringement of international agreements, 

(b) the infringement ot the commercial, concessional 
or other economic rights or interests of a 
given State or its nationals . 

(c) the rupture of diplomatic or economic relations, 

d) economic or hnancial boycott, 

(ej repudiation of debts, 

(0 non-admission or limitation of immigration, or 
restriction of rights or privileges of foreign 
residents ; 

(g) the infringement of the privileges of official 

representatives of other States ; 

(h) the refusal to allow armed forces transit to the 
territory of a third State . 

(0 religious or anti-religious measures, 

(j) frontier incidents. 

3- In the case of the mobilisation or concentration 
of armed forces to a considerable extent in the vicinity of 
its frontiers, the State which such activities threaten may 
have recourse to diplomatic or other means for the peaceful 
solution of international controversies. It ma\ at the same 
time take steps of a military nature, analogous to those 
described alxne, without, however, crossing the frontier. 

1 . 



IGNORAHCE OF QUESTIONS OF INTERNATIONAL 

LAW. 

Izvestia ” Editorial published on Sunday 
August 6, 1950. 


HE events in Korea stand in the centre oi attention ot 
^ the whole world public. It is lully understandable 
that the Security Council, which bears prime respon¬ 
sibility for the preservation of international peace and secu¬ 
rity and is called upon to assist in the establishment and 
preservation of international peace should take every step to 
fulfil this, its most responsible duty. It is well known that the 
Soviet Union on the very first day its turn came to preside 
in the Security Council put forward its proposals for a peace¬ 
ful settlement of the Korean ejuestion, and simultaneously 
presented a draft resolution proposing that hostilities in 
Korea be ended and foreign troops be withdrawn from 
Korea. 


This proposal fully accords both with the task of restor¬ 
ing peace in Korea and with the interests of ail peace-loving 
peoples, in putting this proposal before the Security Council 
the Soviet Government acted in accordance with its consis¬ 
tent and undeviating policy o4^peace, attaching therein 
great significance to the United Nations Organisation, 
so far as it constitutes, as Comrade Stalin has put it, “a serious 
instrument for preserving peace and international security '. 
However, the Soviet proposal met with stubborn resistance 
on the part of the Anglo-American bloc, which rejected the 
Soviet proposal and included in the agenda of the Security 
Council a question under the false title of “complaint concern¬ 
ing the aggression against the Korean Republic. ’ 


Speaking against the Soviet proposal for a peaceful 
settlement of the Korean question and substituting for this 
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proposal their proposal suggesting that the aggression 
}iad allegedly come from North Korea, the members of the 
Anglo-American bloc did not stop at falsifying facts and 
plainly distorting generally accepted principles of interna¬ 
tional lavv and international practice, displaying an out¬ 
standing ignorance on questions of international law. 

As a consequence of this attitude, of the representatives 
of the U.S.A. and Great Britain to the Soviet proposal there 
arises a need to discuss the very important question of the 
problem of aggression in the science of international law. 

Among the basic principles of international law regulat¬ 
ing foreign political relations between States the principle of 
the inadmissibility of foreign interference in the internal 
affairs of other States has also found universal acceptance. 
Modern international law', regards such interference in the 
form of an attack of one State on another (aggression) as a 
most serious international crime. 

International law, makes a strict demarcation betw^een 
internal conflicts and civil wars, on the one hand, and inter¬ 
national conflicts and wars betw'een States, in the other, 
rhe concept of aggression as an attack by one State (the 
aggressor) on another State has become firmly established 
in international law, and it has never entered anyone’s head 
to regard as aggression a conflict within one vState, an internal 
conflict, a civil w'ar. On the contrary, interference by foreign 
States in internal conflicts and ci\ il wars in any country has 
invariably been qualified as a typical manifestation of aggres¬ 
sion. 

l.et us recall a few' generally knowm facts : 

During the Civil War betw'cen the Northern and Southern 
States of America in the sixties of last century the armed forces 
ot the Northern States, which had been attacked by the 
vSMitherners, did not limit themselves to defence of their 
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territory but, as is wcW known, transferred military opera¬ 
tions on to the territory of the Southern States, smashed the 
forces of the slave owners who did not enjoy popular support 
and created the conditions for the unification of America and 
for establishing national unity of the United States of America. 
It did not enter anyone’s head to declare either the North or 
the South as aggressors. When, however, the British Gov¬ 
ernment attempted to support the South, utilising the civil 
war in America to further its own interests, and was preparing 
armed inter\ ention in favour of the South, this policy of the 
British Government was justly qualified by world public 
opinion, in accordance with the generally recognised principles 
of international law, as a policy of interference in internal 
aftairs. 

When in 1 362-0; the Goxxrnmcnt of Napoleon III inter¬ 
fered in the civil w-ar in Mexico and sent its troops there, 
the Govermnent of the United States demanded the with¬ 
drawal of foreign troops from Mexico, i'he American Note 
addressed to the French Government described the actions 
of the French troops in Mexico as violation of the “inalien¬ 
able rights of the people of Mexico” and “Ibrciblc interven¬ 
tion”. I'hus, in this case also it was not the military opera¬ 
tions of either of the sides in the civil war. but the interven¬ 
tion of a foreign State that was recognised as aggression. 

There are still more recent examples. During the many 
years of civil w^ar in China even the Government of the United 
States, which protected the Kuomintang clique, never attempt¬ 
ed to declare one of the sides fighting in China as the aggres¬ 
sor, although the aggressive policy of the United States itself 
towards China is well known. Why, then, did matters at 
that time not go as far as the open intervention of the United 
States in China ? Because aggression against the practically 
>co-million strong Chinese people appeared even to the 
adventurists from Wall Street to be too risky an operation : 
because they feared that they would have to pay for it. In 
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Korea, however, thcv embarked on their adventure calculat- 
in,c^ it w^ould be a walk-ver. As ir> known, their calculations 
c ol 1 apsed i^tnom i non si y. 

The aforementioned facts show that neither interna¬ 
tional law nor international practice ha\'c ever lapplied the 
concept “at^^yression" to internal disputes and civi wars, 
inasmuch as they arc waited not bctw'cen two States but 
between two sections of a people of one and the same country. 
This is precisely the state of affairs in Korea, where a civil 
war is beiny wae;cd between the Nortli aivl lire Sout’n, bet- 
w'cen tw'o parts of r(ie Korean people temporarily split into 
two Cn)vcrnment camps. Tlie onl\ a^^.njressors in Korea are 
those States whicl'i maintain their troops on lire territory of 
Korea and inteiwene in the struyj^le between tdre Korth and 
the South, and thus extend the scope of militarx' opera¬ 
tions. 

In civil war the concept a<Tgres.sion is inapplicable, d'his 
is the stand on this question which has always been maintain¬ 
ed and is still maintained by the Soviet Government. It is 
sufficient to recall that as far back as ipM. t)vj Committee 
(or Security Questions of the Lca'tue of Nations, consisting 
of the rcpresentatix'es of States, includina the United 
States of America, Great Britain and France, approved in 
the main the definition of aggression which \vas proposed by 
the delegation of the Soviet Union. In accordance with this 
definition of aggression, the So\act Government in that same 
year of 1^33 concluded agreements w'ith eleven States. 
1 hese agreements regarded as the attacking side (the aggres¬ 
sor) a vStatc which committed any one of the actions enu¬ 
merated in the convention : The declaration of w'ar by one 
State on another State : the encroachment of the armed 
forces of one State on tlie territory of another State, be it even 
without declaration of w^ar ; bombardment of the territory 
of another State by its land, naval or air forces, a naval block¬ 
ade, and others. 
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J. A. Malik, the representative of the USSR on the 
Security Council, in his speech on August 3, declared with full 
grounds that the actions of the United States in Korea bear 
all the symptoms of aggression as indicated in the definition 
of aggression approved by the Committee for Security Ques¬ 
tions of the League of Nations. 

Such a practice of applying the concept of ‘ aggression*’ 
to States in appropriate cases has found expression in a whole 
number of international acts, in the so-called Geneva Protocol 
of iq24, in the 1-rotocol of non-intervention in the internal 
and foreign affairs of other States signed in Buenos Aires in 
1Q36, in the American agreement on mutual aid concluded in 
Rio de Janeiro in 1047 

Thus, it is indisputable that international law regards 
as aggression solely an attack by one State on another State, 
that is, it has in view conflicts between ^States and not within 
one State, not civil war. This is why a number of documents of 
international law referring to these questions contain the 
proviso that the existence in the country of a revolutionary 
or counter-revolutionary movement, as well as civil war, 
cannot serve as justification for aggression. 

'Fhe United Nations Charter, while obliging the Security 
Council to take necessary measures to maintain or restore 
international peace and security, at the same time contains 
the qualifications that this in no way “shall authorise the 
United Nations to intervene in matters which are essentially 
within the domestic jurisdiction of any State. . . “ (Article 
2, Clause 7 of the United Nations Charter). 

One can only be surprised at the ignorance of the Anglo- 
American pol iticians who now attempt, contrary to generally 
recognised and firmly established principles and standards of 
international l aw and international practice to impose on the 
Security Council a manifestly provocatve resolution “con¬ 
cerning aggression by North Korea". 
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One must ask why it is that a civil war in Korea is now 
Jccl circd by the Government of the U. S. in defiance of history, 
international law and common sense to he “aggression” on 
the part of the North Korean authorities ? 

It is not difficult to find an answer to this question. 
The Go\'crnment of the United States of America, which is 
conducting an aggressive, barbarous war against the Korean 
people, is trying to divert attention, with the purpose of find¬ 
ing ignorant, purblind or deluded people who will believe or 
trust and who, to please the magnates of Wall Street, will 
call “aggression" the selfless struggle which the Korean people 
are W'aging for their national independence. 

‘ Aggression from North Korea"—this is the screen 
behind which the sponsors of American intervention in Korea 
and the ignoramuses of the State Department are trying to 
cover their aggressive actions in Korea, their attack on the 
Korean people. It is common knowledge, however, that 
ignorance never helped anyone. 

No matter what efiorts the American imperialists may 
make, no matter how their rcpresentati\c in the Security 
Council may vaigglc in distorting the cardinal principles 
and standards of international law, no matter how the obe¬ 
dient satellites of the United States vote in the United 
Nations agencies at the bidding of Washington, there is no 
iorce in the world capable of depicting the liberation move¬ 
ment of the Korean people who are fighting for their national 
unification and independence^ as aggression. 

Such are the facts. These facts are indisputable. I hey 
establ ish that from the point of view of international law^ and 
international practice the military operations of the United 
States Government against the Korean people constitute 
armed aggression, and that the whole responsibility for 
aggression in Korea rests on the Government of the United 
States of America. 



SPEECH BY USSR REPRESENTATIVE J. A. MALIK 
AT THE SESSION OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL 

ON AUGUST 11, 1950. 


Soviet (jovernmcnt has already, on the basis of 
^ authentic data and incontrovertible facts, given its 
assessment of the aggressive actions of the United 
States Government against the Korean people. On the 
instructions of the Soviet Government, tiie USSR delegation 
in the Security Council has, on the basis of facts and the 
generally accepted international definition of aggression, 
demonstrated and proved that the Government of the USA is 
guilty of a gross act of aggression against the Korean people, 
and is an aggressor. fhe US representative was not able 
to refute a single one of these facts. 


The dicussion of the Korean Cjuestion in the Security 
Council has from the very first been founded on a one-sicied 
version of the origin, development and nature of the events 
in Korea, a version that comes exclusively from American 
and Li Scung Man soursces. This version is based entirely 
on one-sided and tendentious data presented by the US dele¬ 
gation. 

References to the so-called reports of the United Nations 
Commission on Korea will not hold water. We know that 
this Commission itself receives the information for its reports 
to UNO exclusively from these same turgid, one-sided and 
false American and Li Seung Man sources. 


The composition of this Commission does not ensure the 
least modicum of impartiality. The principal report of the 
Commission cited by the USA representative is signed by one 
Chu Tu, a Kuomintangite. Even the most naive people 
will not believe in the impartiality of a representative of the 
Kuomintang clique, which is in the service of, and is main- 
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tainecl by. the Government of the USA. The US represen- 
tati\'c is makin^i a \ain effort when he tries to substantiate 
his accusations against the Government of the Korean 
People's Democratic Republic with the help of these falsified 
reports of the Commission dictated by MacArthur. 

The principal report of the Commission cited by the US 
representative is the telegram received by the United Nations 
Secretariat on June 2 q. containing information allegedly des¬ 
cribing the situation as of June 24. A mere comparison of 
these t3\o dates reveals that the report was connected retros¬ 
pectively. after the collapse of the invasion of North Korea 
by the Li Scung Man troops, and with the object of con¬ 
cealing the inv asion and its instigators. 

The Commission's report contains the assertion that the 
South Korean trex^ps were stationed in depth, for purposes 
of defence. However, a report presented to the Security 
Council by the US Government states that when the confiict 
began, there were five South Korean divisions operating on 
the side of South Korea, while a sixth division was located 
somewhat to the south and joined in the operations on June 
26. This same report declares that when the conflict began 
three divisions and two brigades, that is, roughly less than 
five divisions, were operating on the side of North Korea. 

Consequently, the Li Seung Man forces were not stationed 
in depth for purposes of defence, as is incorrectly stated in 
the Commission’s report, but were concentrated directly on 
the frontier with the obvious intention of attacking North 
Korea. 

The assertion that the Li Seung Man forces had an 
insufficiency of heavy weapons, namely, artillery, likewise 
does not correspond to the facts. Apart from known state¬ 
ments from official American sources concerning the large 
quantities of weapons made available to the puppet regime 
in South Korea by the United States Government, the follow¬ 
ing fact might be cited : the command of the People’s Army 
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reported that when the Ongdin Peninsula was libcraLcd from 
the Li Seung Man forces, the troops of this army captured 
the following booty : 50c heavy and light artillery pieces, 
over 2,500 carbines, and 140 motor vehicles. 

Members of the Security Council may read an article in 
the New York Times published on July 2b, before MacArthur 
imposed strict military censorship. Fhc article is entitled; 
“Captured Weapons Aid North Koreans." It reports 
Americans as saying that they are being fired upon by their 
own guns, captured by^ the North Koreans. It is believed 
that the North Koreans have seired large numbers of weapons. 
In their 100-mile retreat from the 38th parallel, the South 
Korean forces abandoned practically all the equipment they 
had received from the USA, including artillery, motor vehicles 
and even small arms. 

We have a repetition of what happened in C-hina, when 
the routed Kuomintang bands, armed with American 
weapons, abandoned all these weapons as they retreated 
under the blows of the People's Liberation Army. 

in his endeavour to obscure these facts, the US repre- 
seniative resorts to downright slander against the Soviet 
Union and alleges that North Korea is being supplied with 
Soviet weapons. 

1 have already replied to these calumnious allegations in 
the brief retort I madeyesterday. 1 said that the US 
representative’s assertion was a calumny and in no way corres¬ 
ponded to the facts, since the weapons North Korea has are 
those which the Soviet Union sold to it when the Soviet troops 
left Korea. 

It is not only the US representative that makes 
slanderous assertions on this score. That w'ell-known 
warmonger. Mr. Churchill, and certain of his followers dis¬ 
seminate similar calumnies, alleging that the Soviet Union is 
supplying jet planes to North Korea. 
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This allegation of Mr. Churchill’s does not correspond 
to the facts and is an invention from beginning to end. 

It is perfectly obvious from the facts 1 have already 
cited and from other data I intend to adduce that the artii' 
Icry stores of the North Korean forces consist of the guns and 
other w capons w hich the Government of the Uniteci States of 
America sent so abundantly and lavishly to its South Korean 
puppet. Li' Scung Man. 

'I'he assertion in the United States Government’s report 
that the American air force began battle operations on June 
2.8, likewise does not corresponcJ to the facts. These opera¬ 
tions began much earlier. The command of the People’s Army 
has reported from Ph\ongyang that the American air force 
lias been bombing Korean towms and villages since June 26, 

Such are the basic facts and conclusions from the official 
documents presented to the Security Council by the United 
States Government and by the notorious United Nations 
Commission on Korea, which is in the service of the State 
Department, and which in June was headed by a Kuomin- 
tangite. 

The reference in the US Government's report to the 
reports of this Commission will not stand criticism either. 
It is a case of obvious anci crude falsification. I'he American 
command and American official representatives in Korea and 
Japan first supplied the Commission w-ith false information 
regarding the origin and development of the events in Korea, 
and now' the U. S. Gox'ernment and its delegation in the Secu¬ 
rity Council are trying to substantiate their accusations 
against the Government of the Korean People's Democratic 
Republic with the help of the reports of this Commission, 
which w'cre concocted from American information, that is, 
were in actual fact compiled under the dictation of the U. S. 
imlitary command. The falsification is crude and glaring. 
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On the basis of this one-sided, false and tendentious 
information, a ^roiip of members of the v^ecurity Council, 
in t!ic absence of two of its permanent member's -the USSI\ 
and China—adopted illefj^al resolutions directed against the 
C'iox'crnmcnt of the Korean People’s Democratic R(‘public 
which they are now trying to palm oH as "resolutions of the 
SecuritN' Council", and to use as justification o\ United States 
aggression in Korea. 

In the face oi' the incontrovertible facts, and in the light 
of the statements of representatives of the Li Scung Man re 
gime and V. S. official spokesmen, the entire version cd the 
events in Korea presented by the US cicicgation in the 
Security Council utterly falls to the grourul. in the state¬ 
ment of the Government of the USSR of July 5 (Document 
S-160-3) and in statements made by th( USSR delegation in 
the Security Council , numerous facts were cited whicli testify 
that the events in Korea began as the result of a provocative 
attack bv forces of the South Korean authorities on areas o( 
the Korean People's Democratic Republic, areas abutting 
on the 38th parallel in the north. The British representative 
indulged here in \'erbnl equilibristics in an cflort to prove 
that Dulles and Miiccio alone could not have done this, but 
Dulles and Muccio could and did take part in provoking 
the attack of puppet Id Seung Man’s 100,strong army 
on North Korea. Such are the facts. 'The attack itself was 
the outcome of a premeditated plan, thoroughly prepared by 
the .American command and the South Korean puppet I.d 
Scung Man. 

This is corrohoratecl, in particular, by a statement made 
by Kim I Sek, L i Scung Man's former Minister of the Interior, 
on July 8. when he said ; "It is generally know’n that in the 
spring of this year Id Seung Man w'as summoned by Mac- 
Ai'thur to japan. There MacArthur ordered him to place 
his army at MacArthur’s disposal for the period of the ‘march 
on the North’ and to arrange for the joint tr’aining of officers 
of the so-called "national defence" army and the Japanese 
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Army. Li Seung Man proceeded to carry out these orders 

and was confident that when he started the march on the 
North he would have the support of the American air force 

i^nd navy, that he would recei^X‘ a 'volunteer army' from 
Japan, and would certainly win the war. 

'At dawn on June 25 of this year, Li Seung Man ordered 
in offensive to be launched against North Korea. The 
plan of operations was to attack from Orgdin, occupy Heju 
fKaishu), and then Phyongyan, and, in support of the opera¬ 
tions on the Eastern front, to launch an offensive along the 
^’ntlre 38th Parallel." 

Such are the confessions and testimony of the former 
Minister of the Interior in Li Seung Man’s puppet govern¬ 
ment. 

And this is what is said in the first official statement of 
the Ministry of the Interior of the Korean People's Demo¬ 
cratic Republic, dated June 25, about the origin of the events 
in Korea : 

In the early morning of June 25, iq^o, the so-called 
national defence army of the South Korean puppet govern¬ 
ment suddenly launched an offensive against the territory of 
North Korea along the entire 38th Parallel. Having begun 
this sudden offensive, the enemy invaded North Korea to a 
depth of from one to two kilometres north of the 38th Parallel 
in the area west of Hadyu and in the Keumchon and Cherwon 
areas. 

“ The Ministry of the Interior of the Korean People's 
Dem.ocratic Republic ordered the security units to repel the 
attack of the enemy who had invaded North Korean terri¬ 
tory. The Republic’s security troops are at present offering 
stubborn resistance to the enemy. The Republic’s security 
units have beaten oft the attacks of the invading enemy in 
the Fangyan area, on North Korean terriroty. The Govern¬ 
ment of the Korean People’s Democratic Republic has instr¬ 
ucted the Ministry of the Interior of the Republic to warn 
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the puppet authorities of South Korea, that if they do not 
immediately cease their adventuristic military operations 
north of the 38th Parallel, vigorous measures will be taken 
to crush the enemy, and that they will bear the full respon¬ 
sibility for all the serious consequences of these adventuristic 
military operations.” 

These facts are not known to the Security Council. The 
USA delegation has exerted every efiort to conceal them, 
and has not permitted, and does not now permit, representa- 
tatives of the Government of the Korean People’s Democratic 
Republic—or the North Korean authorities, as the USA 
representative calls them—to appear before the Security 
Council and inform it of these facts. 

It is likewise generally known that Li Seung Man has 
repeatedly made aggressive statements directed against North 
Korea. The “New York Times” correspondent, Sullivan, 
for exampl e, who visited Korea, wrote on June 26 of this year, 
that “the warlike talk almost all comes from the South Korean 
leaders” and that “on a number of occasions Li Seung Man 
indictated that his army w'ould have taken the offensive if 
Washington had given its consent.” 

On June iq, only a week before the provocation attack 
of the South Korean forces on the frontier areas of the Korean 
People’s Democratic Republic, Li Seung Man declared in the 
so-called “National Assembly ” in Seoul, in the presence of 
Dulles : “If we cannot defend democracy in a cold war, we 
will win victory in a hot war.” 

Dulles, in response, assured Li Seung Man that the USA 
was prepared to render all necessary moral and material sup¬ 
port to South Korea, which was combating Communism. 

And so, through Dulles, Li Seung Man received Washing¬ 
ton s cbnsent. On June 25 the forces of the South Korean 
author'ities launched a provocative attack upon the Korean 
People s Democratic Republic. And imrnediately following 
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this the United States Government embarked upon armed 
intervention in Korea, belore the meeting of the Security 
Council on June 27. 

This was officially admitted and confirmed by the USA 
representative in his yesterday's speech, when he said that 
Truman’s order for armed intervention in Korea was issued 
at noon, that is at 12 o’clock on June 27. Consequently, the 
order was issued three hours before the meeting of the Secu¬ 
rity Council, which had been called for 3 o'clock of the same 
day, as may be seen from the official record, Consequently 
the United States Government confronted the United Nations 
and the whole world with an accomplished fact—the fact of 
its aggression against the Korean people. It was in this 
unlawful and arbitrary way that the United States Govern¬ 
ment embarked on the course of open armed intervention in 
the civil war in Korea. 

It is now also known that the plan for the armed attack 
was drawn up with the direct participation of General 
MacArthur. 

Mun Hak Von, former accomplice and chief political 
adviser of Li Seung Man, stated the following on July 21 : 

When drawing up his plan of military attack, MacArthur 
was eager to unleash the war before July of this year, because 
it was alleged that the Chinese Communist army would start 
its attack on Formosa in July, The central figures irt this 
campaign were Tsai Ben Dek, Sin Sen Mo and Kim Se Gwon, 
among whom the sectors of military operations were divided. 
In the early hours of June 25 Li Seung Man acted on Mac- 
Arthur's instructions and unleashed an internecine, 
fratricidal war in Korea.” 

To what extent the South Korean forces were 
armed and prepared for armed attack is shown by the follow¬ 
ing facts : 
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It may be seen from the report of the Foreign" Affairs 
Committee of the U. S. House of Representatives that the 
American aggression in Korea was preceded by extensive 
preparations which were begun in South Korea in July of last 
year. The USA supplied Li Seung Man with weapons to 
a value of $110,000,000. According to the United Press 
Washington correspondent, the report states that the Li 
Seung Man clique received 100,000 rifles and other firearms, 
over 2,000 bazookas and 40,000 rounds of ammunition for 
them, over 4,qoc trucks and other motor vehicles. large 
numbers of 37 mm and 57 mm anti-tank guns and iG5-mm 
howitzers, a large number of Go—80 mm mortars with 700,000 
rounds of ammunition for them, and 40,000 Japanese rifles 
with corresponding supplies of cartridges. The USA also 
turned over to Li Seung Man jq vessels, including mine 
sweepers, landing barges and coast guard craft. The war 
material supplied to the Li Seung Man clique by the United 
States in July 1949 alone was enough to arm and fully equip 
a huge army. On May iq of this year, a month before the 
beginning of the events in Korea, Johnson, head of the U. S. 
Korean aid administration, officially told the U. S. House of 
Representatives’ Appropriations Committee that 100.000 men 
and officers of the South Korean army, furnished witli 
American equipment and trained by an American militarx 
mission, had completed their preparations and wxre in a 
position to start war at any moment. 

The American press too has repeatedly referred to the 
readiness for armed attack and the complete military pre¬ 
paredness of the South Korean forces. For example, on 
June 5 the “New^ York Herald lYibune " printed a message 
from its Seoul correspondent. Marguerite Fliggins, which quot¬ 
ed the following statement made by General Roberts, 
head of the American military mission in South Korea, who. 
with over 500 American military instructors at his disposal 
was intensively training the South Korean forces for an attack 
on North Korea : 
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“In Korea, the American taxpayer has an army which 
is a fine watchdog over investments in this country, and a 
force that represents maximum results at minimum cost/’ 

He was referring, of course, to American investments in 
South Korea. 

Roberts boasted of how well his American military ad¬ 
visers had trained the South Korean army, and said that this 
American military advisory group is a ‘ living demonstration 
of how intelligent, intensive investment of 500 combat 
hardened American men and officers, can train 100,000 people 
who will do the shooting for you.” 

Roberts also said that there were at least 13 or 14 
American officers in every South Korean division. They 
were working with the South Korean officers, w^ere together 
with them at the front on the 38th Parallel, and were with 
them in time of battle operations and during rest periods. 

In these confessions of an American general who is the 
official military representative of the USA in South Korea, 
attention should be drawm to the following ; 

First, the South Korean army was created by the Ameri¬ 
can for the protection of American invetsments in 
Korea, for there are no other investments in that country, it 
was created to serve as the watchdog of its American masters 
in South Korea, which the U.S. monopolies arc striving to turn 
into their colony. 

Second, at the beginning of June th^" 100,000-strong 
South Korean army was in a state of fullfighting readiness 
for a provocative attack on North Korea. 

Third, the head of the American mission, General 
Roberts, had already at the beginning of June of this year 
bluntly referred to the 38th Parallel as a front. 

All these facts show how utterly unbelievable are the USA 
delegation’s assertions about the so-called unpreparedness 
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dropped on Korea's peaceful towns and villages. One 
might reply to the Bi^kish representative and say that, of 
course it is not Texas cowpunchers and farmers and not 
Chicaago workers who are committing agression against 
Korean people, hut the warmongers and aggressors who 
have clad these cowpunchers and workers in military 
uniform and are sending them to that far-oflf and to them 
unknown land of Korea to "slay Koreans and be slain 
themselves. 

Such are the generally known facts, and no citation of 
illegal resolutions can conceal them, just as these resolutions 
cannot be used to explain away or justify the bloody aggres¬ 
sion of the United States Government against the Korean 
people. 

Mr. Austin ventured to speak here of the tragic fate of 
the Koreans. Coming from the lips of the USA representative, 
such talk is sheer cant and hypocrisy, crocodile's tears shed 
by American’s nilers. They have little concern or feeling 
for the fate of the Korean people. As businessmen, they are 
interested in business—in Korea’s natural resources and 
wealth, in her cheap slave labour under the colonial regime 
of the puppet Li Seung Man—the faithful mental and lick¬ 
spittle of the American monopolists 

It is also generally known that Korea interests the 
American militarists as a strategic bridgehead on the Asiatic 
mainland. 

Mr. Austin took upon himself a task beyond his power 
when he tried to expound the history of the Korean question 
in the way he was ordered to. 

To re-establish the truth, Mr Austin might be reminded 
that in December iq4> the Foreign Ministers of three 
countrifse—the USSR , the USA and Great Britain--on the 
proposal and insistence of the Soviet Government and Foreign 
Minister Molotov, adopted the well-knowo. tiistqric decisiqp 
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on Korea w’th which China subsequently associated her¬ 
self. This decision fully guaranteed the restoration of Korea 
as a united and independent democratic state. 

However, iht US (jovernment and the American com¬ 
mand m South Korea very soon began to sabotage this deci¬ 
sion and frustrated its implementation, since they were loath 
to part with South Korea and had made it their object to 
turn not only the southern part of the country but the whole 
of Korea into a colony, and the Korean people into slaves 
of the American monopolies, who were extending their greedy 
hands to Korea's rich natural resources Having prevented 
the formation of a provisional Korean democratic govern¬ 
ment, and seeing that th^ Korean people v ere incensed by 
this policy the United States Government, relying on the 
support of the Anglo-American l.doc in the United Nations, 
illegally in defiance and in \ iu!alien of wartime agreements 
and Article 107 of the United Nations Charter referred the 
Korean question to the Liniicci Nations m 1047, thcr'^by 
\iolating the Moscow agreement of the three Foreign 
Ministers. Since then, w ith the help of the Anglo-American 
bloc, the United States Government had forced ilirough a 
number of illegal resolutions suitable to it and its 
South Korean puppets, these so-called “United Nations 
resolutions” being designeci to screen the rule of the .American 
monopolies in Korea. 

The United States Government and the Anglo-American 
bloc did not permit representatives of North Korea—repre¬ 
sentatives of the many millions of Koreans living north of the 
38th Parallel.to attend the session of the General Assembly. 

Shielding itself behind these illegal resolutions forced 
upon the General Assembly by the U, S. Government with 
the help of one-sided American and Li Seung Man informa¬ 
tion, and desirous of converting the whole of Korea into their 
colony, U. S. ruling circles decided to provoke an armed 
conflict in Korea between the government camp of South 
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Korea and the government camp of North Korea. They 
counted upon an easy victory, as promised by the American 
generals, who had trained Li vSeung Mans troops for this 
purpose. 

A sinister role in all this was undoubtedly played by 
General MacArthur. who imagines himself to be the viceroy 
of god and emperor in the Far East and, having no intention 
apparently of returning to the United States, is seeking an 
excuse for prolonging his stay in the Far East 

When the hopes based on the L.i Seung Man clique 
collapsed, and the puppet regime itself began to collapse, the 
U. S. Government hastened to the aid of this clique and 
confronted the whole world and the United Nations with a 
fajt accompli —the aggression of the U.S. (Jo\’ernment against 
the Korean people. 

Such in brief is the true history of the developments in 
Korea, beginning with the conference of the three b'oreign 
Ministers in Moscow in December 1945 and down to the 
present day. All these facts are know'n to the whole world, 
and no wriggling and twisting on the part of the US repre¬ 
sentative can succeed in concealing them 

It is not clear that what concerns America’s ruling- 
circles is not the fate of the Korean people, but the fate of 
their own investments in Korea, for the protection of which 
they created a “watchdog” in the shape of the socalled 
“national defence army” of the South Korean puppet regime. 
This name was given to it by U S. General Roberts. It is 
an obviously false label, clapped upon this watchdog to 
deceive not only ill-informed people, but even the United 
Nations, for it is well known that this army never had, and 
could not have, anything in common with the national in¬ 
terests of the Korean pecple. 1 his army, like its chief, Li 
vSeung Man, was and is a mercenary of the American mono¬ 
polists. 
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We know irom the history of wars that mercenary troops 
were never distinguished by exceptional bra\'ery and courage, 
nor by exceptional fighting proficiency. Often enough, the 
kjck of these qualities was made good by the proficiency of 
such troops in marauding and rapine and violence against the 
ci V i 1 i an popu 1 ation. 

All this is fully true of L.i Seung Man's “national defence 
army." 

No wonder that w'hen on June 25 l a Seung Man, on 
MacArthur‘s orders, launched such an army against the 
Korean People’s Oemocratic Republic, it did not stand, and 
could not possibly have stood so serious a test as an en¬ 
counter with the genuine people’s army of Korea, which is 
devotedly serving its people and is animated by the people's 
lofty ideal of a sacred struggle for liberty and national indepen¬ 
dence, for the creation of an united, Independent, democratic 
Korean state, free of all alien servitude and oppression. 

T'hat is why the People’s Army was able in a few days 
not only to repulse the attack of its aggressor enemy, but 
also to launch a counter-offensive and smash the pseudo¬ 
national army of Li Seung Man, which w^as acting as 
America*s mercenary, its watchdog in South Korea. 

7'here lies the chief reason for the victories of the 
People’s Army of Korea over the w^atchdog of American 
investments in Korea, fashioned by American generals under 
the false label of the “Korean national army." The US 
representative is trying to convince the Council Members 
of the contrary. 

hlowever, a comparison with the facts makes it obvious 
that this legend, so hastily ccncocted by the U. S. Government 
and the American military command after the failure of Li 
Seung Man to carry out the “blitz" plan for the “march on 
the North," is refuted by the American generals and politi¬ 
cians themselves who created, armed and trained Li Seung 
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Man's army for the attack on the Korean People s Demo* 
cratic Republic. 

Is it not obvious that anyone who takes this one-sided 
course, is undoubtedly playing into the hands of the 
American aggressors in Korea, that he is virtually a captive 
of America's ruling circles who are trying to force upen 
everybody their one-sided and false version of the events 
in Korea ? 

Is it not obvious that this legend which is being so 
assiduously cultivated by the US delegation in the Security 
Council, is designed for the benefit of simpletons 1 Its 
purpose is equally clear. Having, with the collapse of Id 
Seung Mans pseudo-national army, lost their watchdog in 
Korea, America’s ruling circles are now trying to turn the 
entire United Nations into an instrument for the protection 
of American investments and strategic interests in Korea 
and the P^ar East, and thereby screen and justify the U. S. 
Governments gross aggression against the Korean people. 

It is precisely for these purposes that the U. S. Govern¬ 
ment needed the resolutions, illegal thougPi they are, of the 
United Nations Security Council. 'Fhat these resolutions 
are illegal is generally known. It cannot be denied either 
by the US representative or even by the Secretary-General, 
because these resolutions were not adopted in accordance 
with the Charter, but in gross violation of the Charter. 

It was for these purposes too, that the U. S. Govern¬ 
ment needed the United Nations flag. 

With the blue flag of the United Nations, it is endeavou¬ 
ring to screen its bloody aggression against the Korean 
people. American airmen are now dropping thousands ol 
tons of bombs upon Korean civilians from American Flying 
Fortresses carrying the flag of the United Nations, on which 
is depicted the olive branch—that sacred symbol of peace 
and friendship. What can be more loathsome and cynical 
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than this villainous and violent association of the aggres 
Sion of the American bidders for world supremacy with the 
symbol of peace and friendship among nations ! 

This is more than a gross and utter violation of the 
(diarter ; it is a downright mockery of the Charter, and of 
the supremely sacred aims and objects of the United 
Nations. 

On what grounds, by what right, on the basis of what 
standards of international law are America’s ruling circles 
perpetrating these heinous atrocities against the peace¬ 
able, industrious and gifted people of a country which from 
time of old has been called the Land of Morning Calm ? 

The Government of the United States and its ruling 
circles have no right and no sanction to commit such a mons¬ 
trous international crime. 

There is no justification, there can be no justification 
in international law for this aggression, for this international 
rapine. 'Fhe actions of the U. S. Government against the 
Korean people come fully and entirely under the definition 
of aggression widely accepted in international relations; they 
constitute a flagrant act of aggression, and the USA is the 
attacking party, the aggressor. 

The U. S. Government tried to screen and justify this 
aggression with the help of the Security Councibs illegal 
resolutions of June 25 and June i;. When communicating 
these illegal resolutions to the member states of the United 
Nations, under the guise of “Security Council resolutions”, 
the United Nations Secretary-General and the U. S. Govern¬ 
ment as good as concealed their illegality from the members 
of the United Nations and from the world. They did not 
say that these resolutions were adopted in violation of the 
Charter, without the participation of two permanent members 
of the Security Council—the USSR and China. 
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The U. S (iovernment is now trying to strengthen iis 
position by forcing upon the vSecurity Council another illegcil 
resolution, which would condemn the Government of the 
Korean People’s Democratic Republic of “defying the United 
Nations." 

An attempt is again being made to decei\ c world opinion, 
to create the impression that the Government of the Korean 
People's Democratic Republic is not carrying out lawful 
decisions of the Security Council. But there are no lawful 
decisions of the Security Council on the Korean question, 
'fhey do not exist. And it is impossible to disobey or violate 
non-existent decisions. 


This dodge, with the new resolution moved by the US 
delegation—is too glaringly transparent, its object is to 
aggravate the civil war in Korea, unlawfully to condemn 
one of the parties in the war; and its chief object is to screen 
and justify further extension of United States aggression 
against the Korean people. 

It goes without saying that the Soviet delegation cannot 
but object in the most vigorous manner against proposals 
designed to prolong and extend war, to intensify United 
States aggression against the Korean people under the false 
guise of “localizing the conflict". 

On its part, the USSR delegation, acting on the instruc¬ 
tions of the Soviet Government, has moved a resolution 
calling for the immediate cessation of hostilities in Korea and 
for the withdrawal of foreign troops from Korea. The USSR 
delegation also proposes that the Security Council, when dis¬ 
cussing proposals for the peaceful settlement of the Korean 
question, should hear representatives of the Korean people, 
both Northerners and Southerners. The Soviet delegation 
proposes that this quesdon be discussed with the parti¬ 
cipation of the- Chinese People's Republic, which has a direct 
interest in the peaceful settlement of the Korean question 
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and the safeguarding; of peace and security in the Far East. 
A mere comparison of these two directly opposite proposals — 
die .Soviet and the American—will show the peoples of the 
world that, whereas the (jovernment of USSR is urging the 
Security C'ouncil anel the United Nations to take the path of 
peaceful settlement of the Korean ejuestion, the Government 
of the USA is impelling the Security Cdouncil and the 
United Nations farther and farther along the road of war 
and intensification of the aggression in Korea. Before the 
rouncil lies the choice; either firmly to take the path of peace 
or to continue to slide into and to immerse itself deeper and 
deeper in the quagmire of war. into which the aggressor, that 
is, the ruling circles of the -United States, is frantically 
dragging it. 

'['he Soviet Union is prepared to take an active part in a 
peaceful settlement of the Korean c.|uestion through the 
Security Council, and to exert its inHuence for the achieve¬ 
ment of this noble aim. 

To the USSR delegation the path is clear. It stands 
/irmly and unequivocally for peace and a peaceful settlement 
of the Korean question, and it urges the Security Council to 
take this path. 

'Phe Soviet delegation categoricaily objects to the aggres¬ 
sive propasals of the U.SA and will vote against them. 



BROADCAST by KIM IR SEN 

On the mornin/i; of June 26, Kim Ir Sen, Chair¬ 
man of the Cabinet of Mini^-ters of the Korean 
Peoples Democratic Repiil^Ii:, made the followini]; 
statement over the radio to the people : 

^AR countrymen ' I^car brothers and si'ters, 
men of ou'* People’s Army and partisans opera¬ 
ting in the Southern part of Our Republic ' 
On behalf of the Covernmenl of the Korean F\oplc*s Demo¬ 
cratic Republic I address you. On June 25, the army of 
the puppet government of the traitoi Li Seung Man began 
an offensive against the territory North of the ^Sth Parallel. 
In fierce battles, the border guards, fighting courageously, 
parried the blow and stopped the offensive of the troops of 
the Li vSeung Man puppet army. I laving discussed the 
situation, the Government of the Korean People's Demo¬ 
cratic Republic gave an order to our People’s Army to begin 
a resolute counter-offensive and to rout the armed forces of 
the enemy. Carrying out the order of the Government of 
the Korean People’s Democratic Republic, th.e }\*ople’s Army 
threw back the enemy from the territory to the North of 
the 38th Parallel and advanced 10-15 kilometres to the South, 
liberating the towns of Ongdin, Cnan, Kaiseng, Piakchen 
and a number of other towns and populated centres. 

‘^The treacherous Li Seung Man clique unleashed the 
anti-popular internecine war despite the fact tfat the patrio¬ 
tic democratic forces of our country fought for the unifica¬ 
tion of the country in a peaceful way. 'The w'hole world 
knows that the Li Seung Man clique which opposes the 
peaceful unification of the homeland has, for a long time, 
prepared for war. While the people of South Korea were 
starving, the puppet Li Seung Man Government spent a 
great part of its budget funds forcibly extracted from the 
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copulation by unbearable taxes, for armament and prepara- 
i ions for internecine war. Strivini; to unleash internecine 
v>ar the reactionary Li Seun^ Man clique hastened to prepare 
its Tear for this. 11 established a reactionai \ police regime 
in South ]\crca. lo ju.stilv the preparations for internecine 
war. the Li Leung Man clique constanih proxoked militarv 
clashes along th.e 38th Parallel, creating an atmosphere of 
disquiet in the country and seeking to place the responsibility 
fvor these provocations on the autl-orities of tlic Korean 
iTople's [democratic Republic. In rhe course of the 
preparations for the ‘ march to the North/' the traitors acting 
^)n the orders of tlie American imperiahsts. were not asiiamed 
to enter into a conspiracy with the hateful enemies of the 
Korean people, the Japanese militarists. ' 

Kim Ir Sen then dwelt on the e.xtremely difficult econo¬ 
mic situation of wSouth Korea into which it was plunged 
by the anti-popular Li Seung Man clicijuc. 

“ [dear countrymen. 

The (Government of the Korean People’s Democratic 
Republic, together with all patriotic democratic parties and 
public organisations, together w ith the people of the w^hole 
of Korea, made every effort to avoid the calamity of fratrici' 
dal war anci to unite our country in a peaceful way, without 
bloodshed. As far back as y\pril 1048, the joint meeting of 
the representatives of parties and public organisations of 
r 'orth and South Korea made the first attempt to ensure the 
peaceful unification of the countiy. However, this attempt 
xvas frustrated by the Li vSeung Man clique, who, in May 
1048, by carrying out, with the help of the American imperi¬ 
alists and their instrument—the U N O Commission for 
Korea—separate, falsified elections in South Korea, intensified 
preparations for an armed attack on the Northern part of 
the country. 

“ To achieve the peaceful unification and full indepen¬ 
dence of the country, iseventy-one patriotic parties and 
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public organisations rallied in the United Democratic Father- 
land PVont of Korea and , in June last year, advanced a 
proposal concerning the peaceful unification of the country 
by holding a general election. This proposal was warmly 
supported by the entire Korean people. However, the 
realisation of this proposal was again frustrated by the perfi 
dious Li Seung Man clique. 

“ Expressing the opinion of the people striving for a 
peaceful unification of the country, the United Democratic 
Fatherland F'ront, on June 7, 1950. advanced a proposal to 
effect the unification of the country in a peaceful way 
However, the treacherous Li Seung Man clique prevented 
the realisation of this proposal by the United Democratic 
Fatherland Front also, declaring that it would regard as 
traitors all those who participated in measures aimed at 
carrying out the proposal concerning peaceful unification. 

'Taking into account the firm will of the Korean people 
for unification, independence and democratic development 
of the country and also taking into consideration the desire 
of democratic political parties and organisations, the presi¬ 
dium of the Supreme F-’eopIe's Assembly of Korea proposed 
on June 19 to effect the peaceful unification of the country 
by uniting the vSupreme People’s Assembly of the Korean 
Peoples Democratic Republic and the so called National 
Assembly of South Korea into a single legislative organ for 
the whole of Korea. But the Li Seung Man clique, to 
whom the interests of the Korean people are alien, replied to 
the proposal for the peaceful unification of the country, for 
which the entire people are waiting, by starting a fratricidal 
war. By means of fratricidal war, the Li Seung Man clique 
is seeking to establish in the Northern part of the Republic, 
the reactionary anti-popular regime which existed under the 
Japanese and which exists at present in the Southern part of 
the Republic ; to liquidate the Korean People*s Democratic 
Republic and take away from our people the successes 
achieved by them in the matter of democratic transforms- 
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tions. The Li Seung Man reaction seeks to take away from 
the peasants the land received by them free of charge in the 
Northern part of the republic as a result of land reform and 
to give it back to the landlords. The treacherous clique 
iiceks to abolish all democratic liberties and rights gained by 
the Korean people in the Northern part of the Republic. 
[ he treacherous Li Seung Man clique wants to turn the 
w hole of the country into a colony of the American imperial- 
ists» and the Korean people into slaves. 

“Dear brothers and sisters! A great danger hangs over 
the homeland and the people What is needed in order to 
end this danger? In this war w'aged against the Li Seung 
Man clique, the Korean people must defend the Korean 
People s Democratic Republic and its Constitution, liquidate 
the anti-popular fascist puppet Li Seung Man power estab¬ 
lished in the Southern part of the Republic, liberate the 
Southern part of our country from the domination of the 
fj Seung Man clique, and restore there people’s committees - 
real organs of power. We must, under the banner of the 
Korean people’s Democratic Republic complete the unifica¬ 
tion of the country and form a united independent democra¬ 
tic state. The war w'hich we have been compelled to w^age 
is a just war for the unification and independence of the 
homeland, for freedom and democracy.’* 

Kim Ir Sen then called upon the people’s Army and the 
border guard detachments boldly to defend the gains of 
democracy. 

“Our People’s Army is reared in the spirit of respect for 
the people and the country It is equipped wdth modern 
technique and is fighting for the interests of the people and 
of the homeland.” 

Further, Kim Ir Sen called upon the people in the 
Northern part of the Republic to switch all w^ork to a 
military basis, to mobilise all forces for a merciless and rapid 
destruction of the enemy. 



76 


“It is necessary to subordinate all work to war needs anj 
the task of smashing the enemy, to organise all-out aid for 
the People*s Army, secure constant reinforcements for its 
ranks, to supply the front with all necessary materials, t(» 
ensure speedy delivery to the army of armaments and muni 
tions and to arrange for help on a wide scale to woimdcd 
soldiers. It is necessary to organise work for strengthenin ; 
the rear lines of the Peoples Army in order to meet fully all 
the needs of the front." 

Addressing the men and women partisans in Soutli 
Korea Kim Ir Sen called upon them to give active aid 
to the People's Arm>', to widen the common national 
struggle, to annihilate, the enemy, to disrupt his commu¬ 
nication lines and to restore the People's Committees. 

Kim Ir Sen called upon the workers, peasants, owners of 
enterprises and the intelligentsia of South Korea actively to 
help in liberating South Korea. 

Addressing himself to the officers and men of the so- 
called army of national defence, Kim Ir Sen urged them to 
turn their guns against the enemies of the.Korcan people—the 
perfidious Li Seung Man clique—and, by doing so, to take 
their place in the ranks of the fighters for the unity aruJ 
freedom of the I mtherland. 

“Dear fellow citizens, the Government addressed itself 
to all the people of Korea with the call to rally still closer 
around the Government of the Korean People's Domocratic 
Republic in order the more quickly to smash the armed 
forces of the puppet Li Seung Man clique and its police 
regime, to win a glorious victory and ensure the unification 
and independence of the country. History shows that a 
people resolutely taking to struggle for freedom and inde 
pendence is invincible. The cause of our people is a just 
cause. Victory must be ours. 1 am confident that this just 
struggle for our country and people will be crowned with 
victory. I'he time has come to unite our native land. 
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With confidence in victory we go forward boldly i 

All our forces to the aid of our People’s Army and the 
front ! 

y\li our forces ior the defeat and destruction of the 
enemy! Long live the People of Korea, who have risen in an 
all-people’s just war! 

Long live the Korean People's Democratic Republic' 

Forward to victory^ 



STATEMENT by CHOU EN-LAI 


On June 28, Chou En-lai, Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of the Chinese People s Republie. made 
the following statement : 


3 ^^AVING instigated the South Korean puppet 

I Government of Li Seung Man to provoke civil 
war in Korea. Mr. Lruman. President of the 
United States, made a statement on June 27 that the IJ. S. 
Government had decided to obstruct by armed force our 
liberation cf Taiwan. On Truman’s order the American 
Seventh Fleet moved to the Taiwan coast. 


On behalf of the Central People’s Government of the 
Chinese f^eople's Republic I declare that Truman's statement 
of June 27 and the American Navy's actions constitute an 
armed aggression against Chinese territory and an obvious 
violation of the United Nations Charter. T his violent 
predatory action of the U. S. Government comes as no 
surprise to the Chinese people but only increases their anger; 
because the Chinese people have over a long period con¬ 
stantly exposed all the conspiratorial schemes of American 
imperialism directed towards aggression against China and 
towards the forcible annexation of Asia. Truman's state¬ 
ment clearly exposes the premeditated nature of his plan and 
signifies that this plan will be put into practice. 

In fact, the attack of the puppet Government of Li 
Seung Man on the Korean People’s Democratic Republic, 
made on the bidding of the U. S. Government, was a pre¬ 
meditated move of the USA designed to create a pretext for 
United States invasion of Taiwan, Korea, Viet Nam, and 
the Philippines. It is precisely a further act of intervention 
of American imperialism in Asian affairs. 
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On behalf of the Central People’s Government of the 
("hinese f\"ople’s Republic I declare that, no matter what: 
obstructive action the American imperialists may take, 
Taiwan is part of China and will remain so for ever. It is 
not only a historical fact ; it has al;so been confirmed by the 
Cairo and Potsdam Declarations and conforms to the situa¬ 
tion since the surrender of Japan. 

All the people of our country will certainly fight as one 
man for the complete liberation of Taiwan from the grasp of 
the American aggressors. The Chinese people, who defeated 
Japanese imperialism and Chiang Kai-shek, the hireling of 
the American imperialists, will surely be victorious in driving 
off the American aggressors and recovering 'I'aiwan and all 
other territories belonging to China. 

'The Central People's Government of the Chinese 1 -^eople's 
Republic calls upon all supporters of peace, justice and 
fieedom throughout the world and in particular all the 
oppressed nations and peoples of the Bast, to rise as one and 
halt the new aggression of American imperialism in the Bast. 
Such aggression can be complet';Ty frustrated if we do not 
yield to threats but resolutely mobilise the broad masses of 
the people to join in the struggle against the warmongers. 

The Chinese people express sympathy and respect to the 
people of Korea, Viet Nam, the Philippines and Japan who 
are likewise victims of American aggression and are similarly 
fighting against it. The Chinese people lirmly believe that 
all the oppressed nations and peoples of the Iiast are un¬ 
doubtedly capable of burying the vicious and hated American 
imperialist warmongers once and for all in the course of the 
struggle for national independence. 



STATEMENT by MAO TSE-TUNG 

bptaking al l.he meeting ol the ( Central f^eople's 
Government C oiincil held on June 2^, Mao I'se- 
tung, (diairman of the Central People s Govern¬ 
ment C^uineil. made the following statement: 

MP (Chinese People have already aflirmed that the 
affairs of the diflcrent countries throughout the world 
should be run by the peoples of the respective 
countries themselves, and Asian affairs should be run by the 
Asian peoples themselves and in no way by the USA. The 
US aggression in y\sia will only arouse the extensive and 
resolute resistance of the Asian peoples. 

On January 5, 19^0, President Truman stated that 
America would refrain from interference in Formosa 
Truman himself has now proved that his statement was false 
He has torn to shreds all international agreements regarding 
non-interference by the USA in Ghina’s internal aflairs. 
This open exposure by the I’SA of its true imperialist faev 
is beneficial to the Chinese people and to the peoples of 
Asia. 

There is no ground for American intervention in the 
internal affairs of Korea, the Philippines, Viet Nam and 
other countries. The sympathies of the people throughout 
CJiina, and of the broad masses all over the world, will be 
on the side of the victims of aggression and certainly not on 
the side of American imperialism. They will neither be 
bought by American imperialism nor be duped by it. 
Imperialism is outwardly strong but inwardly feeble, because 
it has no support among the people. 

People throughout China and the world! Unite and 
prepare adequately to defeat any provocation of American 
imperialism ! 



MESSAGE OF KOREAN PEACE COMMITTEE 


(June 30 the Korean l^eacc ( ^ornmiitce (.Jccidecl 
to send the lollowing message to the Permanent 
C'ommittee of the Worl.i I Vace C\:3ngress : 


N an endeavour to let loose a new war for the ac;hie\ e- 
Tl ment of their aggressive aims and the conquest of 
world domination, the American imperialists, through 
the hated enemies of the Korean people, trie treacherous 
{.j Seung Man clique have unleashed internecine w'ar in 
Korea. 


On June 27, Truman published a statement announcing 
that I'le had ordered MacArthur to assist the I i Seung Man 
clique of traitors with naval as well as air forces Alreadw 
Ixifore the publication of dVuman's statement, aircraft of 
the American imperialists had begun making barbarous air 
raids on peaceful Korean towns and villages. I'his armed 
aggression and military intervention of the American im¬ 
perialists show that they have not only provoked civil war 
in our country, but have proceeded to active military 
operations against the Korean people in order to seize the 
whole territory of our countr\ I'his fact proves also that 
the ar'med aggression of the American imperialists and tiv' 
igniting of fratricidal war by the treacherous Ld Seung Man 
clique was prepared a long time ago. 

7 'he American air force, points out the appeal, is making 
barbarous raids on the cities and villages of Korea, bombing 
trains with civilian passengers. Thus American bombers 
have raided Kaiseng, Yoenpu, Chunchen, and other liberated 
towns, mercilessly killing civilians-women, old men and 
children. 

On June 29, aircraft of the American imperialists made 
a raid on Phyongyang and other populated places situated 
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north of the 38th Parallel. By their aggressive actions in 
Korea the American imperialists have violated international 
law and the UN Charter. In their endeavour to carry out 
their aggressive plans with regard to the Korean People’s 
Democratic Republic, the American imperialists are hoping 
to restore their so-called '^international prestige*’, which 
was undermined by the victory of the great Chinese people. 

They are using the war in Korea for aggression against 
the Chinese People’s Republic and the suppression of the 
national liberation movement in Viet Nam, the Philippines 
and other parts of South-East Asia, as well as in Japan 
The American imperialists are playing in Asia the role of 
an international gendarme. 

The anger and hatred of the Korean people towards the 
American imperialists are very great. When they have des¬ 
troyed the Li Seung Man clique, the Korean people will 
very quickly end the civil warfare unleashed as a result of 
the intervention of the American imperialists. 

The Korean people are fighting with all their might for 
a speedy cessation of civil warfare. In response to the 
heroic offensive, the patriots of the Motherland have made 
an uprising in Tegu and Kvandiu and have launched partisan 
warfare and uprisings in many other towns and populated 
places in South Korea. 

In reporting the above-mentioned events to the Perma¬ 
nent Committee, the Korean Peace Committee asks the 
Permanent Committee to examine the question of American 
aggression in Korea and to adopt, in this connection, all 
measures the Committee may deem expedient. The Korean 
Peace Committee is confident that the World Peace Congress, 
and all peace supporters throughout the world, will raise 
their voices in protest against the aggression of the warmon¬ 
gers in Korea, in defence of the Korean people who are 
fighting for the unity, freedom and independence of their 
Motherland. 



SECURITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION ON KOREA 
VIOLATES U. N. CHARTER 
Statement by International Association 
of Democratic Lawyers. 

The International Association of Democratic 

Lawyers issued the following statement on June 30 : 

r:gl\NJune 25 the Security Council passed a resolution 
1 saying that the actions of the armed forces of North 
Korea constitute a breach of peace. This resolution 
was taken in violation of the United Nations* Charter. Para¬ 
graph 3 of Article 27 requires that such decisions of the 
Security Council should be made by the affirmative vote of 
seven of its members, including the concurring votes of 
five permanent members. But the representative of the 
Soviet Union—a permanent member of the Security Council— 
was not present at this meeting. 

Cn the other hand, Article 39 of the Charter, entitling 
the Security Council to determine the existence of a threat 
to peace or a breach of peace, refers to the existence of 
aggression on an international plane and not to an internal 
conflict between two opposing groups in one and the same 
country. Such a conflict comes within the jurisdiction of 
the given country and therefore a resolution taken on the 
basis of article 39 of the Charter cannot be Justified. 

Finally, the International Association of Democratic 
Lawyers notes that; 

In accordance with Articles 42 and 43 of the United 
Nations Charter, the Security Council alone can take the 
necessary action to maintain or restore peace. 

The United Nations* members may have recourse to 
armed intervention solely on the proposal of the Security 
Council or by agreement with it, but by no means of their 
own volition. 



STATEMENT BY FOREIGN MINISTER OF KOREAN 
PEOPLE’S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC 


The follow ing statement by Pak Men Yen, Minis¬ 
ter of Ia)rei^L;’n A flairs of the Korean Peoples 
l.)ernocratic Republic, was broaLicasl from Pliyoni^- 
yang on the night of )li1\^ i : 



N June 27, fYesiclent I'ruman of the United States said 
that he had ordered air and naval forces of the United 
States to enter into hostilities in Korea on the side of 


the South Korean puppet regime which had unleashed inter¬ 
necine war in our country at the bidding of the American 
imperialists, (dn June Truman announced tliat American 
ground forces haci I.X’cn sent to South Korea. .American 
planes are subjecting our peaceful population to piratical 
bombing, making raids on Ph>'ongyang and other places in 
North Korea, as well as on libcratev .1 towns in South Korea, 
attacking units of the People's Army in order to prc\‘cnt the 
victorious advance to the scTiith. Thus the policy o( enslav¬ 
ing the Korean people and turning Ko»ea into a colony which 
has been pursued by the American imperialists, has now 
assumed the form of open armed intervention against the 
Korean People's Idcmocratic Republic. 


For a long time the American imperialists have dreamed 
of establishing their domination over the I 'ar East. Former- 
ly, however, they had to reckon with the imperialist interests 
of Edritain and Japan and other FA)W'ers, and had to e.xiend 
their positions in the ITir Hast t^y deals with these I^ovvers at 
the expense of the enslaved peoples of Asia. Thus, the 
Korean people will ne\'er forget that in iQop in order to 
strengthen its domination over the Philippines, the United 
States entered into a treacherous deal with Japan and assis¬ 
ted in the establishment of a Japanese protectorate over 
Korea. After the Second World War, wdiich resulted in the 
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rout of Japan and the weakening of Britain, the American 
imperialists decided to take their place in the countries of the 
I ar East, seeking to turn the Pacific Ocean into an American 
sea and the people ot the Pacific countries into the slaves of 
the American monopolies. However, the consolidation of 
die forces of the democratic camp, the development of the 
national liberation movement in the countries of Asia and 
especially the great victory of the Chinese people smashed to 
smithereens the perfidious schemes of the American imperia¬ 
lists. 


'i'hc Korean people have experienced the whole burden 
of the colonising policy of the American imperialists Having 
rid themselves of the hated Japanese yoke, they are again 
threatened with enslavement. Seeking to keep South Korea, 
the American imperialists stubbornly prevented the unifica¬ 
tion of the Korean people l liey thwarted the establish¬ 
ment of a single democratic Government of Korea on the 
basis ot the Moscow decision of the Foreign Ministers ol the 
USSR, the United States and Britain, d'hey refused to 
withdraw their troops from Korea until they had turned 
South Korea into their C^.o)ony with the helf^ of the puppet 
Li Seung Man Government which they set up. 

Now it is clear to every Korean that even after the 
withdrawal of American troops South Korea was administered 
by the American imperialists. It is they, together with the 
Li Seung Man clique, who bear the full responsibility for the 
crimes of the military police regime they instituted in South 
Korea, for the shooting and murder of tens of thousands of 
sons of the Korean people destroyed by the Li Seung Man 
clique on the orders of its American masters, for the torments 
of hundreds of thousands of patriots thrown into prisons and 
subjected to brutal tortures, for all the suffering of the 
people of South Korea*. The hands of the American 
imperialists are steeped in the blood of the Korean 
people. 
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But they did not succeed in enslaving the Korean people. 
This was prevented first of all by the democratic system 
established in North Korea. North Korea became a powerful 
base of the Korean people’s struggle for unity, independence 
and freedom. Its successes in peaceful construction demons¬ 
trated the superiority of the democratic system over the anti¬ 
national military police regime of South Korea, inspired the 
Korean people to struggle against the attempts ol the 
American imperialists to colonise Korea and instilled in the 
people confidence in final victory. This is the reason why the 
American imperialists and their South Korean lackeys in their 
hatred of the Korean People’s Democratic Republic have for a 
long time been plotting to strangle it by means of war. They 
prevented the realisation of the proposals for the peaceful uni¬ 
fication of Korea which were repeatedly put forward by the 
democratic parties and public organisations, as well as by the 
Government of the Korean people’s Democratic Republic. 

With the support of the United States, the Li Seung 
Man “Government” for two years openly prepared the attack 
on the North, boasting that its army would capture 
Phyongyang and Wonsan in a day and that it only awaited 
the order to go into action. Having obtained a promise of 
military support from the United States, the Li Seung Man 
Government on the orders of its American masters, un¬ 
leashed internecine war in Korea on June 25. In provoking 
this war American imperialists planned to destroy the 
Korean People’s Democratic Republic and to capture the 
whole of Korea by means of armed intervention. An inter¬ 
necine war in Korea was also needed by the American 
imperialists in order to create a pretext for aggression 
against China and Viet Nam for the purpose of crushing the 
national liberation movement of the peoples of the East. 

I he United States is tiying to cover up its intervention in 
Korea with the name of the United Nations. But it is known 
to all that the American imperalists confronted the United 
Nations with the ‘\faif accompli " of armed intervention, 
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calculating that by means of the votes of countries 
dependent on the United States they would succeed in cover¬ 
ing up W'ith the name of the United Nations any unlawful 
action, even after such an action had been committed. The 
resolution dictated by the Americans to the Security Council 
is based on one-sided, falsified information, is invalid and is 
contrary to the United Nations Charter, since it was taken 
without the participation of the representatives of the 
Government of the Korean People's Democratic Republic, 
and also without the participation of the representatives of 
two great I^oweis which are permanent members of the 
Security Council — the USSR and the C'hinese People s 
Republic. The members of the Security Council who voted 
for this resolution once again showed that they were ready 
to sign any cJocument dictated to them by the United States, 
without regard for the rights and interests of peoples. In 
this connection one cannot but mention the fact that the pro- 
American majority in the LJnited Nations, now displaying 
such feverish activity to save the bankrupt Li Seung Man 
regime, ignored the repeated appeals to the United Nations 
made by the Government of the Korean l\*ople s Democratic 
Republic and by public organisations of Korea regarding the 
atrocities and military provocations of the Li Seung Man 
regime. It also ignored the repeated appeals of Korean 
public organisations containing concrete proposals for the 
peaceful unification of Korea, thereby encouraging the ad¬ 
venturist measures of the United States and its South Korean 
stooges for fomenting internecine war in Korea. 

The American imperialists and their South Korean 
stooges w^ho unleashed internecine war in Korea have gravely 
miscalculated. 7 'he Li Seung Man troops received a deserved 
rebuff and under the blows of the People's Army, which went 
over to the counter-offensive, are fleeing southward in 
disorder. The valiant People’s Army, upholding the freedom 
and independence of the Korean people, continues to^pursue 
the enemy. 
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During the past week of hostilities the People’s Army 
cleared the enemy from a substantial territory in the southern 
part of the Republic and liberated Seoul, the capital of the 
Motherland. Everywhere the peo}')le are greeting their 
Army which has brought them liberation from the horrors 
of the Li Seung Man regime, and are rendering it active 
assistance in the liberation of the country. The heroic 
guerillas of vSouth Korea have dcx eloped military operations 
on the enemy's lines of communication d'hey have cut the 
main railway line running from the Port of Pusan, and in 
cevoperation with the population that has risen they have 
liberated a number of towns in South Korea. 

The flight of the Li Seung Man .^rmy and the people's 
activities in its rear provide fresh evidence of the decay and 
doom of the anti-national regime of the American puppets in 
South Korea, d'he full bankruptcy of the Li Seung Man 
regime has now become obvious. I he American imperialists, 
seeing that their plans for colonising Korea are collapsing, are 
intensifying armed intervention against the Korean people. 
They want to drown the freedom of Korea in the blood of 
its patriots. But they will not daunt the freedom-loving 
Korean people. 

In reply to the insolent aggression of the United States, 
the Korean people will rally still more closely under the 
banner of the Korean People's Democratic Republic. They 
will intensify their sacred struggle for the freedom, unity and 
independence of the Motherland. The Government of the 
Korean People's Democratic Republic and the whole Korean 
people resolutely protest against the barbarous bombing of 
Korean tow'ns and villages, against the inhuman murder of 
peaceful inhabitants. VVe are confident that all honest 
people of the world will indignantly condemn the aggression 
of the American imperialists against the freedom-loving 
Korean people. We are confident that our just cause will 
find fervent sympathy in the hearts of all peoples. 



THE CHINESE PEOPLE ARE DETERMINED TO 
LIBERATE TAIWAN 


Chou En-lai*s Message to Trygve Lie. 


Chou tin>lai, Foreign Minister of the Chinese 
People's Republic, has sent a message to Mr. 
Trygve l.-,ie, Secretary-CJeneral of the United, 
Nations, for transmission to the members of the 
Security Council. The message states: 

behalf of the Central I\'ople s Government of the 
I |3 Chinese People’s Republic 1 declare that the resolution 
approved by the Security Council on June 27, through 
the instigation and manipulation of the American Government, 
which called on members of the United Nations to renaer 
aid to the South Korean authorities, was adopted with the 
aim of supporting American armed aggression and constitutes 
intervention in the internal aflairs of Korea and also a 
violation of peace throughout the world. This resolution, 
having been adopted, moreover, in the absence of two per¬ 
manent members of the Security Council, the Peoples 
Republic of China and the USSR, is obviously illegal. The 
United Nations C.harter stipulates that the United Nations 
shall not be authorised to intervene in matters which are 
essentially within the internal jurisdiction of any State, 
w^hereas the resolution of the Security Council on June 27 
precisely violates this important principle of the United 
Nations Charter. Fherefore the resolution of the Security 
Council with regard to the Korean question is not only 
devoid of any validity, but does great harm to the United 
Nations Charter. The action by Mr. Trygve Lie, Secretary- 
General of the United Nations, on the Korean question stil 1 
further increases this harm. 
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Meanwhile the statement by the United States Presiden? 
IVuman on June 27, on the prevention by force of arms o; 
the I Jheration of Taiwan by the (diinesc People’s Republic 
together with the action of the Linited States Nav\ m 
invading Chinese territorial waters around Taiwan, const 
tutes an act of open aggression w hich clearly violates the 
principle of the United Nations Charter forbidding any 
member to use force against the territorial integrity a nil 
political independence of an>' other State. 

Taiwan is an inseparable port of the territor\- of China 
I'his is not only a historical fact recognised by the whole 
world, but is also confirmed by the Cairo INxlaration, the 
l^otsdam Declaration and the situation since the surrcnclei i 
of Japan. By keeping silent on this act of open aggressioi. 
by the United States Government, the vSecurity Council anc! 
the Sccretary-Cjcncral of the United Nations hayc forgotten[ 
their functions and duties in support of world peace, anc 
have thereby become pliant instruments of the policy of the 
United St at.es Cjov c rnment. 

In the name of the ('enlral People’s Gov ernment of the 
Chinese F^eople's Republic. I hereby declares: Despite any 
military steps taken by the United States Government, the 
Chinese people arc filled with determination to liberate 
Taiw^an at all costs. 



APPEAL TO ALL THE KOREAN PEOPLE 


By Kim Ir Sen, Supreme G>mmander-in-Chief of 
Korean People’s Army. 

i’^hyongyang radio has broadcast an appeal to the 
Korean people made by Kim Ir Sen, Supreme 
C^-ommander-in-Chief of rlie Korean l\"ople's Army. 

The appeal says ; 


compatriots ! Beloved brotliers and sisters ! 

Tj/ Cjlorious men and commanders of the People’s 
Army' ! Men and women guerillas operating in 
the South ! The American imperialists liave begun an armed 
attack against our country, on our people riieir air force 
is barbarously bombing our towns and villages, killing the 
j^eaceful population. Naval squadrons of the American 
imperialists, which illegally intruded into our territorial 
waters, are mercilessly firing on our coastal towns and 
villages. 


Units of American ground forces landed on territory 
still not liberated in the South of our country, and are 
trampling the soil of our Motherland under their bloodstained 
feet. 


Why did the American imperialists send their troops 
to our beloved land ? 

Why did they attack our sacred soil like brigands ? 

Dreaming of world domination, the American imperialists 
have done this in order to turn our Motherland into their 
colony for ever, and us, the people, into their slaves. Such 
is their object. For its achievement the American imperialists 
in the South of our Motherland placed in power the rabid 
enemy of the Korean people, Li Seung Man, and installed 
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a puppet. (Ju\crnmcnt in Southern Korea. l"or the achieve¬ 
ment of their object the Ameri:an imperialists, by means ol 
terror, murders, threats and deception, prevented and 
thwarted the peaceful unifjcation of our Motherland. They 
egged on their agent Li Seung Man to the kindling of civil 
war and brutally attacked us with their armed forces. The 
American imperialists have no regard for the real rights of 
the Korean people, the freedom and independence of our land. 
They do not consider Koreans to be people. 'Lhe American 
brigands think that the Korean people have no other late 
than to be colonial slaves, in order to fill still more the 
blood-stained pockets of the Wall Street traders. 

The American imperialist invaciers arc turning oui 
peaceful tow'ns and villages into their military bases and 
places d'arnus for practical military operation, and our 
children, women and old folk into targets for aerial gunfire 
and bombing. 

North of the 38th 1 Parallel, the towns of l^hyongyang, 
Nampo, Haichju, Wonsan and others, as well as suburban 
villages, have repeatedly been subjected to bombing. 
South of the 38th Parallel, the already liberated towns of 
Seoul, Chhunchon, Kaisen, Ydenpo, ('humunchjin, Kannyn 
and other towns and villages are being subjected to fierce 
bombing by American military planes. The murv.!crers are 
machine-gunning women who are w^orking diligently in 
the paddy-fields and are dropping bombs on the heads of 
children and adolescents. The American imperialist invaders, 
barbarously murdering the population, are employing 
the methods of the Hitler fascists and the brigand Japanese 
imperialists. 

The American imperialists attempt to cloak their 
barbarous armed aggression in Korea by the decision 
of the Security Council on the so-called Korean 
question 
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The so-called decision of the Security Council was 
adopted in violation of the United Nations Charter without 
the participation of a representative of Korea, and also 
without the participation of reprentatives of the Soviet 
Union and China. 

The object of the American imperialist armed attack on 
Korea is clear to people throughout the world. No one will 
be deceived the statement of the American imperialists 
that American troops, in the name of the United Nations 
organisation, are carrying out ‘police’ functions in Korea. 

The American imperialist invaders, under the flag of 
the United Nations Organisation, are carrying out raids 
against our towns and villages ; they are making war in 
order to kill our people who desire freedom, unity and 
independence, tiven as they drop their bombs on the heads 
of the Koreans the American imperialists also say that they 
do this in the name of “peace.” But they will deceive no 
one by this. These aggressive methods have already been 
widely employed by the fore-runners of American imperial¬ 
ism—the Mitlerite fascists and the Japanese imperialists. 
As the entire world knows, Hitler said: “When I speak of 
peace I think of war.” 

The Japanese Imperialists cloaked their aggression with 
false declarations about “peace in Asia ” 

On Avigust 2Q, lufo, the Japanese Emperor declared in 
his Decree that Japan was annexing Korea in order to estab¬ 
lish enduring peace in the East, explaining the annexation by 
alleging that Korea was supposed to be a threat to peace in 
the East. Today the American imperialists who are attemp¬ 
ting to take away the independence of our Motherland for 
the purpose of turning it into their colony, like the Hitlerite 
fascists and the Japanese imperialists, shamelessly endeavour 
to cloak their armed intervention in the internal aflairs of 
our Motherland and their barbarous bombing of our peaceful 
cities by declarations about peace. 
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1 he armed attack by the American imperialists on 
Korea is a criminal violation of international law and the 
United Nations Charter. 

Although the American imperialists have perpetrated 
an armed attack against us, they cannot smash the fighting 
spirit of the Korean people, who are devoted to the freedom 
and independence of their Motherland. 'Fhe entire Korean 
people, roused to the common war for the honour, freedom 
and indejiendence of their Motherland, will fight to the death 
against the aggression of American imperialism, and will 
achieve victory. 

Our F^eopleN Army, fighting for the liberation of the 
Motherland, despite its youth and inexperience, is display¬ 
ing courage, devotion anci heroism and has already achieved 
considerable successes. 

Citing data on the operations of the units of the i^eoplcs 
Army of the KPDR in the course of hostilities, Kim Ir Sen 
went on: 

The tioops of our army are fighting not for dollars and 
not in order to subjugate other peoples, as the American 
hired murderers are doing, but in order to defend their 
Motherland, to defend the freedom and independence of 
their people. Our fighters are imbued with the spirit of 
patriotism, heroism and courage. 

The troops of the American aggressors arc fighting on 
foreign territory. Our People s Army, enjoying the love, 
concern and support of all the people, is fighting on territory 
of its Motherland. 

The army of the American aggressors is hated by the 
whole of our people. At each step vengeance awaits it for 
the crimes it has committed. The armed intervention of 
United States of America in Korea has brought to the limit 
the wrath of the Korean people and their hatred of the 
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American imperialist aggressors and colonisers and their 
South Korean hirelings. Our heroic youth in a w ide stream 
are voluntarily Hocking lo the People's Army, and tine 
number of \’olunleers has exceeded 500,00c. 

In the districts liberated by the People.s .Army the 
enti e population gives a warm w'clcome to the glorious 
fA‘ople's Army w'hich has liberated it from the l.i Scung 
Man police regime. 'The liberated people are restoring the 
lA'ople’s Committees which w^ere disbanded by the reaction 
and are putting into effect the Constitution of the Korean 
I Vople s Democratic Republic, which ensures the freedom 
and rights of tlie people. 

The peasants of the liberated districts, by IXxTce of the 
Presi^wlium of the Supreme National Assembly of the Korean 
People’s Democratic Republic, are starting to carry out 
the land reform, the age-old dream of the Korean peasants. 
All the land belonging to the American imfxjrialists, the 
Li Seung Man puppet Government, Korean landowmers and 
national traitors is confiscated and is transferred to the 
perpetual use of the peasants without compensation. 

The victories of the People’s Army, the unanimous 
support given it by the entire Korean people, prove the 
stability of the Korean People's Democratic Republic and 
bear witness to the fact that the entire Korean people 
fully supports the policy of the Government of the Korean 
People's Democratic Republic, w^hich is defending the unity, 
freedom and independence of our Motherland against the 
infamous design of the American imperialists to enslave our 
Motherland and deprive the Korean people of independence, 
and against their armed invasion of the territory of our 
Motherland. 

In order to save the Li Seung Man clique, which carried 
out the American policy in Korea and has now suffered 
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defeat, the American imperialists are intensifying: armed 
aggression against the Korean people. 

Were it not for the direct armed intervention by Ameri 
can imperialism, the civil war provoked in our country by 
the servitors of American imperialism would long since have 
ended. T he unification of our land would have long since 
been completed and the population of Southern Korea 
w'ould ha\e long since completely liberated itself from the 
reactionary police regime of the Li Seung Man traitors. 

The armed attack by the American imperialists on 
Korea has aroused the indignation of democratic public 
opinion throughout the world. 

Our great and just cause enjoys the ardent support and 
sympathy of the peace-loving people of thz entire world. 

Dear compatriots! Brothcis and sisters! The malicious 
enemies of the freedom and independence of the Korean 
people, the American imperialists, have stretched out their 
tentacles to our Motherland in order to enslave her The 
entire Korean people, united like one man, must answer by 
a decisive blow the blow of the American imperialists. The 
American imperialists will undoubtedly learn how great and 
inexhaustible is the strength, and how unshakable is the 
fighting spirit of the Korean people, fighting for the freedom 
and independence of their Motherland. 

Our f')eople will under no circumstances once more 
become a colonial slave. 

All who hold dear the glory, freedom and independence 
of their Motherland must rise against the armed attack of 
the American imperialists. .All must take part in the sacred 
war of liberation of our Motherland. 
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Kim Ir Sen called on the people of Korea, the men and 
commanders of the People's Army, men and women guerillas, 
to multiply their efforts for thecomplctt defeat of the enemy, 
and concluded by saying ; 

Let us wage our just liberation struggle to the end. 
forward to victory! Long li\c free and independent 
Korea! 



LI SEUNG MAN’S PREPARATIONS FOR THE AHACK 
ON NORTH KOREA 


Revelations by his “Minister of the Interior” 

Kim I Sek, until the spring '' Minister of the 
interior * of the puppet Li Seung Man Govern¬ 
ment, has broadcast over Seoul radio an exposure 
of the treacherous activity of Li Seung Man, 
who unleashed war in Korea on Washington's 
direct bidding, Kim 1 Sek declared: 


is well-known that Li Seung Man became President 
Tl of the puppet Government under the slogan “Offen 
sive against the North**. The Li Seung Man clique, 
already shortly after the holding of the falsified separate 
elections, intended to launch an offensive against the North. 
I directly participated in the preparations for this offensive, 
which was scheduled for July 15, iq4Q. At that time Lj 
S eung Man ordered Kim Sek Won to attack the North in 
the area of Ongdin and to capture F^hyongyang, and Tsai 
Ben Dck to command the central front. However, this plan 
could not be realised owing to the greatly intensified guerilla 
struggle. If it had not been for the energetic actions of the 
guerillas, who threatened the rear, and if there had been 
sufficient forces available at that time, the offensive against 
the North would have started in July of last year. 


Despite the fact that the plan of the July offensive of 
’ast year was disrupted the Li Seung Man clique did not for 
a moment halt their preparations for an offensive against 
the North. In the preparations for this internecine war I 
also took an active part. 


As is well known, on General MacArthur's invitation 
Li Seung Man visited Japan this spring. There he received 
an order from MacArthur to put his army at MacArthur s 



disposal for the duration of the ‘‘campaign against the 
N(>rth“ and to conduct joint training of oftlcers of the so- 
called “army of national defence” and those of the Japanese 
Army. Li Seung Man proceeded to carry out the order, 
being convinced that, when he started his campaign against 
the iNorth, he would receive the support of the American Air 
Force and Navy and an Army of volunteers from Japan, and 
that he was bound to win the war. 

Fhat is why Li Seung Man ordered Kim Sek Won and 
I sai Ben Dek at dawn on June 2> last, to launch an 
offensive against North Korea. According to the words of 
Kim Sek Won himself, the plan of operations consisted in 
ad\’ancing from Ongdin to capture Hai-Chju (Kaisu) and 
later Phyongy.ing and in support of this operation to start 
an offensi\ e on the eastern front extending over the whole of 
the 38th IKarallel. 

Despite all this, they claim that the war was started by 
Noi'th Korea. I his is an unpardonable lie. This is a base pro¬ 
vocation of the American imperialists and the Li Seung Man 
clique who want to saddle others with the responsibility for 
the war that they themselves unleashed. The entire respon¬ 
sibility for the present war rests with Li Seung Man's clique 
and his masters, the American imperialists. For a long time 
1 fabricated false rumours about Northern Korea, without 
understanding the real conditions there. Now I can see the 
happy life of the people liberated from the terror of the 
barbarous clique of Li Seung Man. 

In conclusion, Kirn I Sek called on all those who had 
pursued the road of treason to admit their guilt before the 
people’s power and to start a new life. 



“ COME OVER TO THE SIDE OF THE PEOPLE ** 

Radio Appeal by Li Seung Man's Former 
Commander-in-Chief. 

vSon Mo Sun, the former C xHiimander-in-C'.hief of 
the puppet South Korean Army, spoke over Seoul 
radio on July 4. Urging all officers and soldiers of 
the puppet aimy to turn their guns against Li 
Scung Man, the traitor to the Korean people, Son 
Mo vSun said : 


difference is there hetween the Americans 
today and the Japanese in the past ? Do we 
^^’ant to become slaves again in an American 
colony 7 No, we must be people of a sovereign State. If 
you love your Motherland and people and if you have 
national consciousness, \ou must rise and come cut against 
the treacherous Li Scung Man gang and the American 
aggressors and join the people, the Peoples Army and the 
guerilla forces as 1 did. 


1 have organised a people's xoluntcer army which con¬ 
sists of thousands of fighting men who have broken with the 
puppet “Army of National Defence* and gone over to the 
side of the Peoples’s Army and the guerilla forces. I am 
heading them in order to fight side by side with the People’s 
Army for the destruction of the Li Scung Man bandits 
and the expulsion of the American invading troops in the 
interests of national unity and independence. 


Officers and soldiers of the vSouth Korean so-called 
“Army of National Defence,” cast off the shackles of the 
American aggressors and come over to the side of the people 
to defend our Motherland ! 



KOREAN GOVERNHENrS REPLY TO Mr. TRYGVE LIE 

The Deputy f'oreign Minister of the Korean 
F^eople’s Democratic Republic, Pak Don C-ho, 
on July 13 handed foreign correspondents the 
following text of a message of the F'oieign 
Ministry of the Korean People’s Democratic 
Republic: 


44 ^^ HE Pbreign Minister of the Korean People s 
Democratic Republic, Pak Hen Yen, received a 
telegram from the Secretary-General of UNO, 
Mr. d rygve Lie, which expresses the desire that both sides 
in the w^ar in Korea should observe the principles of the 
Geneva Convention regarding prisoners of w^ar. 


“In reply to this telegram the Foreign Minister of the 
Korean Peoples' Democratic Republic has sent the following 
telegram to Mr. Trygve Lie : ‘ In reply to your telegram of 

July 12, 1 have the honour to inform you that the People*s 
Army of the Korean People’s Democratic Republic is fully 
observing the principles of the Geneva Convention regarding 
prisoners of war’. ’ 



WE HAVE BROKEN WITH LI SEUNG MAN ' 


Statement by 48 members of South Korean 
'' National Assembly " 

Forty-eight former members of the so-called 
“National Assembly of Southern Korea” have 
issued a statement which says that the treacherous 
“National Assembly” and the power of Li Seung 
Man have collapsed. The statement declares : 


HE American imperialists are barbarously bombing 
^ our towns and villages, built by the labour of our 
ancestors. I'he blood of women, children and old 
people is being shed. 


We have broken with the l.i Seung Man bands and with 
the treacherous “National Assembly ’ and ha\ e come over to 
the side of our Motherland and of the people fighting against 
Li Seung Man’s gang and the American imperialists. 

Former members of the “National Assembly “ ! There 
exists only one power—the power of the Korean People’s 
Democratic Republic. 

Filled with indignation at the barbarous bombing by the 
American imperialists, we have taken our place together with 
the people for the struggle against the American imperialists 
and the remnants of Li Seung Man’s bands. 

Come over to the side of the Motherland, of the people 
and of the People’s Democratic Republic ! 



KOREAN FOREIGN MINISTER'S APPEAL TO 
SECURITY COUNCIL 

F^ak Hen Yen, Foreif^n Minister of the Korean 
F-^eople’s Democratic Republic, has addressed the 
following appeal to the United Nations Security 
Council' 


T the disposal of the Gov^ernment of the Korean 
\ People’s Democratic Republic are numerous facts 
proving that the American interventionists, who 
have met with resolute resistance at the hands of the F^eople’s 
Army and the whole Korean people, are resorting to inhu¬ 
man, barbarous methods of waging war in Korea, calculating 
by means of cruelty to break tiie will of cur people to resist 
foreign invaders. In their endeavour to enslave the Korean 
people they are shamelessly violating the rules of interna¬ 
tional law and the rules of human ethics. American planes 
are barbarously raiding undefended Korean towns and in¬ 
dustrial centres where there have never been military object¬ 
ives and there still are none. I hey are destroying dwelling 
houses, leaving people homeless, destroying schools, hospitals 
and other cultural institutions, killing peaceful citizens, old 
men, women and children, destroying their property. Thus, 
for example, during the bombing of Phyongyang by American 
aircraft between June zq and August 2, American planes 
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dropped a large quantity of bombs on residential quarters of 
the town, and on several occasions swept the town with 
rocket-firing guns and machine guns. In particular 
American planes fired at peaceful citizens of Phyongyang with 
guns and mechineguns during raids on June 3c, July 3, 4, 5, 
20, 23 and August 2. On July 4 American planes, which 
suddenly appeared over Phyongyang. directed machine-gun 
fire on a crowd of people who were hurrying to the shelters 
near the headquarters of the City F^eople's Committee The 
planes then flew over the main streets of the town several 
times raking them with machine-gun fire. As a result of 
these bombings and strafings in Phyongyang over 1,200 
dw'elling houses were destroyed and 1,000 were seriously 
damaged. The city hospital and a number of buildings of 
the poly technical institute were wrecked 

As a result of the raids on Phyongyang about 700 
inhabitants were killed and about 500 injured. 

In July American aircraft systematically raided the 
town of Wonsan, dropping hundreds of tons of bombs and on 
several occasions sweeping the town with machine-gun fire. 
Thus, for example, after a mass raid on Wonsan oti July 13 
a rice warehouse was burnt to the ground. After the raid 
had ended townspeople gathered round the burning ware¬ 
house and carried rice out of the building, trying to save it 
from the fire. Two American fighter planes which appeared 
over the town meanwhile machinegunned the crowd and 
then swung round several times and continued to machine- 
gun the fleeing inhabitants. As a result of the raids a large 
part of the town of Wonsan was totally destroyed, including 
several schools, five hospitals, several houses of culture and 
cinemas. The number of killed and injured was more than 
4,000. 

During the numerous American air raids on the towm of 
Nampo, American planes dropped a large number of bombs 
on residential quarters and shelled and machine-gunned 
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them. As a result of these raids, about loo people were 
killed and injured in NJamno and more t'l in s’ ?' > homes and 
public and cultural buildings were destroyed. 

The town of Fdynnam was barbarously bombed. As a 
result of mass raids by American aircraft on Hynnam on 
July 30 and .August 2 and 3. the town was completely 
destroyed. 

American aircraft are systematically i:>ombjng and 
shelling the city of Seoul, inflicting considerable damage on 
residential quarters. The number of casualties among the 
population of Seoul amounts to about 7, coo. 

A large number of small towns and villages in South and 
North Korea, in which there are no military objectives or 
industrial enterprises at all, have frequently been barbarously 
bombed by American aircraft and many of them liave been 
completely or almost completely destroyed. Thus, for 
example, the district centre of Wonju fSouth Kangwon 
Province), the village of Dekpyao (Kyonggi Province), the 
town ofHangchon (South Kangwon Province), the town of 
Pyongtaek (Kyonggi Province), the village of Yanchach 
(vSouth Phyongyang Province) have been destroyed. 


There have been numerous occasions when American 
planes have fired on peasants working in the fields, on 
passenger trains, passenger ships, etc. Thus, for example, on 
July 3, four American planes fired on peasants in the village 
of Ponsan (Hwanghae Province), who were working in the 
fields, and ten people were killed and eight injured. On 
July 4 six American planes on four occasions machine-gunned 
peasants from the village of Munari (South Phyongyang 
Province), who were engaged in weeding the fields. As a 
result of this fifteen peasants were killed, among them a 
peasant woman, Kim, and the infant nursing at her breast, 
as she sat at the edge of a r icefield. 
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On July 3, at Sopho station, American planes fired on 
an express train running from l^hyongyang to Nadin, 
seriously wounding the guard and several passengers, ih 
)lily 4, American planes several times fired on a passenger 
ship steaming from Nampo to Hwanghae, as a result of 
which thirty-three passengers were killed or wounded. 

On July 5, American planes machine-gunned women 
were w ashing clothes in the river Senchengan, near f lamhyn 
and children who were bathing in the river. As a result ol 
the machine-gunning twelve people were killed and fourteen 
V’s'ounded. 

1 laving made it their task to destroy Korean industry 
and create a calamitous situation tor the Korean people, 
American aircraft are systematically raiding industrial 
centres, destroying factories which have no relation to war 
industry. Thus for example, during the raid on Phyongyang 
a starch and molasses factory, two soya plants, a garment 
factory, a knitgoods factory, a rubber footwear factory and 
a mechanised bakery were destroyed. During raids on 
N«ampo a factory producing edible oil was destroyed. An 
agricultural fertiliser factory was destroyed in Nampyao as 
well as a plant producing agricultural fertilisers in Hynnam, 
on the work of which the agricultural production of Korea 
largely depends. Considerable numbers of canteens, shops 
and other enterprises have been destroyed or damaged. 

All these crimes are called police actions performed in 
the name of the United Nations. 

General MacArthur’s headquarters daily reports in its 
communiques the hundreds of tons of bombs dropped on 
towns and villages of Korea, presenting this with purely blood¬ 
thirsty cynicism as being a great boon to the Korean people. 

The Korean people, like all honest people the world 
over, are indignant at the barbarous actions of the American 
interventionists in Korea. 
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In bringing the above to the notice of the Security 
( ouncil, the Government of the Korean People's Democratic 
Republic, not touching on tJiis occasion on the general 
question of the illegality of American intervention in Korea, 
concerning which the Government of the Korean People's 
Democratic Republic has already outlined its position in 
the statement it sent to the Secretary-General of the 
Dnitecl Nations on July 2, 1050, vigorously protests and 
demands that measures loe adopted for the immediate cessa¬ 
tion of the above-mentioned monstrous crimes perpetrated 
by the American armed forces in Korea. 

I hc Government of the Korean l^eople's Democratic 
Republic considers that, in the event of a refusal on the 
part of the Security G.ouncil to take steps to end the 
atrocities of the American invaders in Korea, tlic res¬ 
ponsibility (or these crimes will lie with the member states 
of the Security (douncil which obstruct the adoption of such 
measures, together with the American interventionists. 



STATEMENT ON KOREA by SECRETARIAT OF 
WORLD PEACE COMMITTEE 


The Secretariat of the Permanent Committee of 
the World Peace (bn^T‘css has puhllshed its 
answer to the appeal of the Korean f^eacc 
Committee, In its answer the Secretariat notes 
that : 

1. I'he Ciovernment ol the USA is responsible for 
military intervention in Korea by its land, naval arid air 
forces: 


2. I’he American Air Force is engaged in mass bombing 
of the Korean civilian population: 

3. In order to justify this intervention the U. S. 
Government and other Governments have violated the 
United Nations Charter based on the rule of the unanimity 
of the five great Powers, This action seriously encroaches 
on the authority of the United Nations: 

4. These Governments, in particular, have violated 
the principle of the United Nations Charter according to 
which the People’s Government of Korea should have been 
heard before any decision was taken: 

5. Moreover, the U. S Government has decided to 
despatch its fleet to Taiw^an (Formosa), to reinforce its 
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troops in the Philippines and to send a military mission to 
Indo-China, i. e., to intervene also in the affairs of three 
other peoples of Asia. 

The Secretariat stresses the increasing threat of an 
extension of the conflict. It exposes the criminal proposals 
on using the atom bomb and expresses its ardent sympathy 
and solidarity with the Korean people, which is achieving 
its national unification in the struggle against foreign 
intervention. 

The Secretariat demands the cessation of the military 
intervention of the USA in Korea so that the Korean 
peoples themselves may become masters of their ow^n destiny 
and achieve unification, freedom and independence. 

The Secretariat calls upon all supporters of peace 
throughout the world to intensify their activity in collecting 
signatures to the Stockholm Appeal which is increasingly 
becoming the chief means for relieving international tension 
and for achieving peace. 



UND REFORM IN THE SOUTHERN PART OF THE 
KOREAN PEOPLE’S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC 


HE Presidium of the Supreme National Assembly 
of the Korean People’s Democratic Republic has 
passed a Decree on conducting a land reform in 
the vSouthern part of the Republic. On the basis of Article " 
of the Constitution of the Korean I’^eople’s Democratic 
Republic, the Decree says, land reform will be carried out 
in the Southern part of the Republic. This reform is to be 
carried out on the principle of the confiscation of land 
without compensation and its distribution free of charge 
among the landless and small peasants. 


In accordance with the Decree, all land owned by the 
American imperialists, the Li Seung Man Government and 
its organs, firms and companies, the estates of Korean land- 
owners as well as plots of land rented out permanently, 
regardless of their size are subject to confiscation. The 
renting out of land is abolished forever. 


The confiscated land is to be distributed free of charge 
among small and landless peasants and to agricultural 
w’orkers. Land may be owned by anyone who tills it himself. 
All debts for land are cancelled. 


The Decree stipulates the abolition of all taxes which 
existed under the puppet regime and lays down that the 
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peasants in the Southern part of the Republic are to pay to 
the State only one single tax of the same amount as already 
established in the Northern part of the Republic. 

With a view to raising as quickly as possible the living 
standards of the peasants in the liberated areas, the 
rVesidium of the Supreme National Asseml-ily of the Korean 
People's Democratic Republic instructed the Cabinet of 
Ministers considerably to reduce the amount of tax paid in 
kind for k) 5 o. 1 he Decree establishes the order in which 
the reform is to he effected and charges the Cabinet of 
Ministers with the working out of special instructions on 
putting this Decree into practice. 



USSR ENDORSES THE STOCKHOLM PEACE APPEAL 


Declaration of USSR Supreme Soviet in Support 
of Stockholm Appeal. 

The following declaration of the Supreme Soviet 
of the USSR was adopted at the joint sitting of 
the Soviet of the Union and the Soviet of 
Nationalities on June iq, 1950. 


heard the report by Deputy Vasily 
I Vasilyevich Kuznetsov on the reception in the 
Supreme Soviet of the USSR of the delegation, 
under the Chairmanship of Yves Farge. of the Permanent 
Committee of the World Peace Congress, and also on the 
Appeal of the Stockholm session of the Permanent Com¬ 
mittee calling for the prohibition of the atomic w'eapon, 
the establishment of strict international control over the 
observance of this prohibition and for declaring a war 
criminal the Government which is the first to use this 
weapon of aggression and mass extermination of people, 
the Supreme Soviet of the USSR unanimously declares its 
solidarity with the proposals of the Permanent Committee. 


These proposals of the Permanent Committee of the 
World Peace Congress fully correspond to the vital demands 
of all peoples and their striving for stable and lasting peace 
throughout the world. 
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Expressing the unswerving will for peace of the Soviet 
jx^ople, the Supreme Soviet of the USSR declares its readi¬ 
ness to cooperate with the legislative organs of other States 
in elaborating and putting through the necessary measuies 
for the implementation of the proposals of the TV^rmanent 
Committee of the World Peace C'ongress. 

The Supreme Soviet of the USSl^ cx]>resses the certainty 
tliat the Soviet (Jovcrnmeni. w hich is consistenll\ in favour 
of peace and cooperation among peoples, will continue in 
the future firmly and persistently to pursue this policy of 
peaceful and friendly relations among peoples, will adopt 
the necessary measures through the Llnited jNalions Organi¬ 
sation and make use of all other means to secure universal 
peace and international securin. 

At the same time the Supreme vSoviet ol the USSR 
expresses the certainty that the peace movement, and first 
and foremost the Stockholm Appeal of the Permanent 
Committee of the World Peace (Tingress, will meet with 
the unanimous support of the whole Soviet people. 



SOVIET PEACE CONMIHEE RESOLUTION 

A Plenum of the Soviet Peace C'ommiuee on June 
2Q in Moscow, adopted the following resolution on 
the conduct in the USSR of the collection of 
signatures to the Appeal of the Permanent Com¬ 
mittee of the Wodd Peace Congress on the 
prohibition of the atomic weapon : 

HE Plenum of the Soviet Peace Committee notes 
V 7 with tremendous satisfaction that the Soviet 
people have met with complete unanimity and 
approval the declaration of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, 
in connection with the proposal of the Permanent Committee 
of the World Peace Congress on the prohibition of the atomic 
weapon, the establishment of strict international control over 
the fulfilment of this decision and on the branding as a war 
criminal of the Government which is the first to use this 
weapon of aggression and mass annihilation of people. 

The USSR Supreme Soviet expressed the confidence 
that the peace movement, and above all the vStockholm 
appeal of the Permanent Committee of the World Peace 
Congress, would receive the unanimous support of the entire 
Soviet people. 

All the peoples of the USSR have always warmly sup¬ 
ported and will support the efforts of the organised peace 
front, aimed at promoting the cause of peace, against the 
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instigators of another war. They do not spare any efforts 
for the success of the just and noble cause of strengthening 
peace and friendship among the peoples. 

rhe Plenum of the Soviet Peace Committee believes 
It necessary on June 30 of this year to begin in the vSoviet 
Union the collection of signatures to the Stockholm Appeal 
of the Permanent Committee of the World Peace Congress 
on the prohibition of the atomic weapon. The Plenum of 
ihe Soviet Peace Committee calls on all Soviet people to 
give their signatures to this Appeal. 

The Soviet Peace Committee, which will lead the 
campaign for the collection of signatures, expresses the firm 
confidence that all Soviet people will respond to this Appeal. 

By signing the Stockholm Appeal, Soviet people will 
express their devotion to the cause of peace, their readiness 
to defend peace throughout the world, their monolithic unity 
around their dear Communist Party, their supreme devotion 
to the great banner-bearer of peace, the leader of all peoples, 
("omrade Stalin. 



APPEAL OF ALL-UNION CENTRAL COUNCIL OF 
TRADE UNIONS 


Ihe call adopted by the All-Union Central Council 
of IVade Unions of June zq, at its fourth plenary 
session, addressed to all trade unionists, all men 
and women workers, engineers and technicians, 
teachers and doctors, workers in science, litera¬ 
ture and art, and all office workers in Soviet 
institutions, states: 


comrades: the l^ermanent Committee of the 
jfXy World Peace Congress, expressing the will and 
hope of the people, of millions of fighters for peace, 
has addressed to all honest people, a call for the prohibition 
of the atomic weapon, the establishment of strict inter¬ 
national control over observance of this prohibition, and for 
declaring a war criminal the Cjovernment which is the first 
to use this weapon of aggression and mass extermination of 
the people. 


Workers of our country received with great satisfaction 
the statement of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR ex pres- 
sing its solidarity with the Appeal of the Permanent 
Committee, and its readiness to cooperate w ith the legislative 
organs of other States in elaborating and putting through the 
necessary measures for the implementation of the proposals 
of the C-ommittee. 


The AUCC rU approves and warmly supports the deci¬ 
sion of the Soviet Peace Committee on the collection of 
signatures to the Stockholm Appeal. This decision expresses 
the unanimous striving of the Soviet people to make a new 
valuable contribution to the common cause of the fight for 
peace and friendship among the peoples, for the prevention 
of the war that is being prepared by the imperialists. 
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The AUCCTU calls on all members of the trade unions, 
all working people, unanimously to sign the Stockholm 
Appeal of the Permanent Committee of the World Peace 
Congress and thus once again demonstrate their unswerving 
will to preserve peace in the world. 

The AUCCTU calls on all Republican, Territorial and 
Regional Councils of trade unions, and on (Tntral, Republi¬ 
can, lerritorial. Regional, District, down, local factory and 
office committees of trade unions to take an active part in 
the collection of signatures and to draw in active trade 
unionists for explanat: ry and organisational work on a mass 
scale lor the collection of signatures in factories and mills, 
in shops and brigades as well as in the Iiomes of factory and 
office workers. 

The AUCCTU expresses its firm conviction that the 
working people of our country in signing the Appeal on the 
prohibition of atom weapons will still wider develop socialist 
emulatic^n for the fulfilment and overfulfilment of the 
national economic plans ahead of schedule, for the further 
strengthening of the might of our wSocialist Motherland—the 
vanguard of the \vorld front of peace, democracy and 
Socialism. 

Let us reply to the intrigues of the warmongers by 
strengthening the wwld peace front! Let us all to a man 
sign the Appeal of the Stockholm session of the Permanent 
Committee I 

Long live the mighty Soviet Union, the bulwark of 
peace throughout the wwld ! 

Long live the wise leader and teacher of the Soviet 
people and the whole of progressive mankind, the great 
standard-bearer of peace, Comrade Stalin ! 



SPEECH by A. Y. VYSHINSKY 

at the Morning Session of the Political Committee 
of the United Nations General Assembly, 
on October 2, 1950. 


his speech on Saturday the United States represent- 
ative, Mr. Austin made an attempt to '' analyse the 
past." as he put it. of the Korean question and he 
pointed out cases when according to him " a challenge was 
hung to the United Nations." In all these cases the United 
States representative tried to shift responsibility for the 
subsequent events in Korea onto the shoulders of the Soviet 
Union. I shall try to show from the very beginning of my 
speech today that Mr. Austin had no grounds for this 
whatever as everything he said was an absolutely wilful 
exposition and appraisal of events - an outright distortion of 
facts. 


In fact, if one is to speak of the past, the United Nations 
Organisation was challenged, and not only the United 
Nations Organisation but the fundamental principles of 
international law and international agreements in which the 
United States Ck)vernment also participated and which 
should, of course, be binding on it — precisely these funda¬ 
mental principles of international law and the United States’ 
own obligations under the international agreements were 
indeed challenged by the American occupation authorities 
in Korea who did not carry out the decision of the conference 
of the American, British and Soviet Union Foreign Ministers 
held in December 1Q45 which determined the policy on Korea 
agreed upon by the three powers. 

I must remind you that the 1945 agreement provides for 
the establishment of a provisional Korean Democratic 
Government which was to have been the most important 
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prerequisite for the unification of Korea, for the rehabilitation 
of Korea as an independent united democratic state. With¬ 
out goinc; into details, for obvious reasons, I think it necessary 
to remind you that the program outlined by this agreement 
was not carried out precisely as a result of the stand in the 
Soviet-American Joint Commission taken by the American 
delegation, which refused to carry out the conditions of the 
above-mentioned agreement such as the provision to consult 
Korean Democratic Parties and public organisations, as for 
example the All-Korean Confederation of Labour, the 
North-Korean Peasant Union, the Korean National Revolu¬ 
tionary Party, the All-Korean Youth l.eague and others. 

7 hc American delegation preferred to include in the 
list of parties and organisations it submitted for consultation 
with the Joint Soviet-American Commission 17 political 
parties and public groups of South Korea, which (Opposed the 
agreement on Korea adopted by the three ministers in 
Moscow, w'hich opposed, consequently, the basic tasks which 
the three powers set themselves then regarding Korea, i. e. 
opposed to creating a united democratic, independent, Korean 
state. The list of parties and organisations which were to be 
consulted regarding the establishment of a united Korean 
democratic independent state included 17 political parties 
and public groups and organisations of South Korea which 
opposed this agreement, w^hile of the parties and social 
organisations which favoured the Moscow agreement, only 
three democratic parties were included in the list. The 
remaining parties, and they were the great majo¬ 
rity, were found unworthy of such consultation by the 
American delegation. This circumstance is extremely impor¬ 
tant inasmuch as it completely exposes the true intentions 
and aims of the American delegation which, of course, was 
acting not on its own initiative and not independently and, 
therefore, exposes the entire direction of the American policy 
regarding Korea already in iq 45-I947 and in 1948* This 1 
would say, was one of the serious challenges ^which the 
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American government flung at its obligations under th< 
Moscow agreement. 

In his speech on Saturday the US representative 
contended that he fa\ourcd the establishment in Korea o 
a united, independent state. This is also mentioned in one 
of the points of the draft resolution submitted by eight 
delegations; moreover, the above-mentioned delegations 
well as several other delegations which support them want 
to fulfil this important task, as is evident from the speeches 
of the representatives of these delegations, with the help of 
a “strong/’ as Mr Austin put it. United xNations C'ommission 
empowered both to outline practical effective measures and 
see that these measures are carried out. 

As we can see, this resolution provides also for so-called 
consultation with the military command, in other words, 
it undertakes in advance to act according to the instructions 
of this command because, as the saying goes, "whoever has 
taken the stick is a corporal'* and naturally, the biggest and 
most dangerous stick is in Southern Korea in the hands of 
the military authorities, in the hands of those who are in 
charge of the armed forces. 

Therefore consultation with the military command 
means no more nor less than the readiness to take and to 
carry out unquestioningly all orders of the military command. 
Consultation is to be held, as the resolution says, with 
" democratically chosen representatives of the Korean 
people/’ And I permit myself, also going somewhat into 
the past, to say a few words about the meaning of this. 

The US representative mentioned on Saturday that 
" free, democratic elections,” as he put it, have already 
been held South of the 38th parallel.” Apparently, the idea 
is to carry out such so-called “ free, democratic elections” in 
North Korea if the 8-power resolution is accepted. 
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But permit me to dwell on this question in order to show 
firstly, what these 1950 elections actually were and, secondly, 
w hat they will no doubt be if repeated in the future. 

First of all I must note that while being in Korea, the 
American occupation authorities did much to suppress the 
shoots of democracy and democratic order in South Korea, 
to undermine the democratic organisations, encouraging 
the reactionary groups and parties in Korea in every possible 
way. d’his, of course, has nothing in common with the 
“ democratisation of Korea,” in particular, of South Korea 
which was then under the authority of the American occupa¬ 
tion forces. 

It may, for instance, be recalled that in 1947 at one of 
the most responsible and strenuous periods of work of the 
joint Soviet-American Commission, which on the strength 
of the 1945 three-power Moscow agreement of the USA, 
Great Britain and the Soviet Union was to prepare the forma¬ 
tion of a provisional Korean Democratic Government — such 
was our agreement and such was the decision adopted ; to 
form a provisional Korean democratic government — at 
that very time when the vSoviet-American Joint Commission 
should have seen to it that this decision was put into practice 
and, consequently, to have created the necessary conditions 
for carrying it out in South Korea, wholesale arrests were 
made of members of democratic parties and public organisa¬ 
tions and, I would say, these public organisations, not 
excepting the press which was also savagely smashed, were 
simply destroyed. These repressions were directed only 
against those democratic parties and public organisations 
in South Korea which actively supported the work of the 
joint American-Soviet Commission, which thus supported 
those very decisions which were directed towards the 
establishment of a truly democratic united Korea. 

This reminder, I think, is in place in connection with 
Mr. Austin's statement concerning the challenges which the 
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Soviet side flung at the United Nations Organisation arul 
international agreements. 

At that time the Soviet delegation in this joint com¬ 
mission called the attention of the American delegation 
to these circumstances and insisted that measures be taken 
immediately to normalise the situation for the activities 
of the democratic parties and democratic organisations in 
South Korea without which, as everyone must understand 
perfectly, neither the work of the joint American- 
Soviet Commission nor the realisation of those decisions 
which w^e considered and continue to consider today as fully 
valid and fully binding on those states which put their 
signatures to the Moscow agreement, was possible. 

Wc know that the American ( jovernment thinks other¬ 
wise and acts otherwise, but its representative, Mr. Austin, 
should have remembered this and before bandying about 
such words as “flung a challenge to,’‘ “disregarded/ 
“discredited the authority" of international agreements 
and the United Nations Organisations, Mr. Austin should 
have recalled that very past which is written down in 
indelible letters in the history of this question, which even 
today is still on the agenda of the United Nations Organise 
tion. 


That was how the situation with implanting “democratic'* 
order in South Korea stood at that time. This was a direct 
blow against the policy which should have been conducted 
in a Joint Soviet-American (k)mmission in Korea according 
to the agreement concluded in ic)45, under which three powers 
undertook, 1 repeat this, to create a democratic independent 
Korean state. 

However, elections were indeed held in wSouth Korea. 
But were those elections free and democratic ? 

Let us refer, for instance, to the quite recent past, to 
this year, the month of May, when the second elections were 
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held in South Korea, which Mr. Austin also mentioned when 
he declared that democratic and free elections had already 
been conducted in South Korea. 

What were these free democratic elections held in South 
Korea in 1950 1 

We do not have to go far for the facts, for we have here 
the report of UNO Commission on Korea, and 1 want to 
refer to it, although this report is very biased and is not 
remarkable for conscientiousness, objectivity or impartiality. 

1 must say outright that the Commission was not cons¬ 
cientious, not objective and was prejudiced. Nevertheless 
the Commission’s report cites a number of facts which even 
this kind of commission was compelled to acknowledge, 
which it could not whitewash and was forced to mention 
despite its desire to whitewash them, i. e. the terror which 
reigned during these elections of 1950, the lawlessness which 
prevailed during these elections, fhe Commission could not 
conceal in its report, for instance, the circumstances that 
during the election campaign in April and May 1950 some 200 
voter-democrats were arrested on the mere suspicion that 
they supported, belonged to or sympathised with the South 
Korean Workers’ Party, the activities of which, incidentally, 
were prohibited on the basis of such a political measure as 
the notorious law on National " security. 

If you open to page 95 of the report you will see that 
the Commission was compelled to acknowledge that as the 
election campaign developed more and more, reports appeared 
of arrests of candidates, persons in charge of their election 
campaign, and their supporters, that many supporters of 
candidates (as evident from UNO Korean Commissions 
report) were threatened and even beaten up, both by police 
officers as well as by other allegedly unknown persons in order 
to intimidate them, in order to exert definite pressure and gain 
definite results in the coming elections. The Commission- 
even this Commission—was compelled to admit that quite a 
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large numher of candidates withdrew their names and tins 
w^as evidently due to pressure brought to bear upon them. 
7 'he (.'ommission was compelled to admit that arrests w^ere 
made — and 1 repeat its words: in obvious violation of 
Article 117 of the electoral law^ 

T his is what the so-called “free democratic elections ’ 
were like, elections which the L'nited States representative 
praised here, the same kind of free democratic elections 
which he promised would be conducted in the future in the 
other parts of Korea, too. 

Everything 1 have said testifies to the fact that the 1^50 
elections in South Korea took place under conditions oi the 
most flagrant terror of the Li Seung iVlan police. And w itli 
such a state of affairs the UNO (commission permits itself to 
state in its report that the organisation of the elections 
and the work of various electoral committees deserve praise. 
This is a disgraceful statement—the elections “deserxc 
praise" which took place under conditions which the 
Commission itself decribes as “flagrant police terror," as rude 
trampling of the elementary civil rights of the voters, as 
complete ignoring of the basic most elementary democratic 
principles and rights of man. 

The above description by the Commission itself of the 
police terror wTiich reigned during the May 1950 elections is 
carefully whitewashed by the UNO Commission which 
attempts to make out that- using its owm expression—“there 
were only some concrete proofs of authorities’ interference 
w'ith the candidates' action and in their election campaign’ 
and that the “republic ’* i.e. this South Korean Li Seung 
Man puppet, is, allegedly, the “result of the free elections 
and an expression of the people s will. ‘ Naturally, under a 
savage police regime like the regime established in South 
Korea with the participation and assistance of the American 
authorities, the American armed forces and American delega¬ 
tion in a joint Soviet-American Commission formed under 
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the IQ45 ac;reement, and later by this most esteemed UNO 
Commission itself appointed by the Cicneral Assembly despite 
our objections and those of a number of other delegations, it 
is impossible to speak of any freedom of elections or of any 
democratic order in South Korea. 

Please turn to page 71 and read 27 pages straight 
through to 08 in chapter 3 of the Commission's report to see 
what extremes of unbridled terror were resorted to in the 
presence of and with the assistance of the UNO Commission 
by reaction, planted in South Korea by the Li Seung jMan 
government. Could this have gone on without the corres¬ 
ponding reaction on the part of the broad public circles and 
peopleUf course not. Fherefore, it is not at all surprising 
that this kind of police, openly fascist, regime which was 
planted in South Korea then, and gradually strengthened 
from year to year, evoked the deep dissatisfaction of the 
masses cf people, whose economic position deteriorated with 
c\ cry month and every year along with the increasing decline 
and, lirially, collapse of the entire economy of South Korea 
brought about by the policy of the Li Seung Man so-called 
‘‘government” and the regime it established. 

I'he UNO Korean Commission report states that the 
“condition of the national economy' in South Korea before 
the commencement of hostilities was nor healthy,” “and did 
not show any signs ol a possible rapid improvement in the 
near future.” 

In the course ol 1040, says this report, the financial 
situation in South Korea deteriorated steadily, moreover, one 
of the main reasons for such a deterioration was the huge 
additional expenditures on the upkeep of the police forces 
and army which were systematically used to suppress popular- 
discontent and indignation against this thoroughly rotten 
reactionary Li wSeung Man regime, which regime, however, was 
energetically, constantly and invariably supported by the 
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government of the United States of America and its autho 
rities in South Korea, for reasons which I will try to explain 
further. 

'1 he disastrous financial situation of the South Korean 
regime was also a result of the boycott by the population, 
which refused to pay taxes. And indeed tax revenues were 
much lower than planned and this of course placed the Li 
Seung Man government in a difficult position. 

Jt is necessary to note also such a fact as the steady rise 
in price of the population’s main food—rice—in South Korea 
which, as the UNO Commission report admits, frightened 
and worried the average citizen. Lhe American program 
of so-called “economic stabilisation” which they tried to 
carry out in South Korea during the first half of 1Q50 did 
not help either. 

Everything fell to pieces, inasmuch as any measure taken 
came up against the venality and corruption of the Li Seung 
Man authorities which was really scandalous. A special law 
had to be passed against so-called “ voluntary contri¬ 
butions.*’ 

“Voluntary contributions” actually concealed compul¬ 
sory unlawful collections by the police and army from the 
population—bribery, extortion on the part of not only the 
police and army but of all kinds, as the UNO Commission 
says, of associations which enjoyed the protection of the 
Li Seung Man government. Even the UNO Commission, 
which is so unexacting, could not help acknowledge that 
the practice of such illegal collections not only gave rise to 
gross abuses but led to a serious threat, the report says, 
against the entire structure of the tax system. 

A land reform was introduced in 1949 but it failed, of 
course, without eliminating the land hunger of the poorest 
peasants and without reliveing them of poverty or slavery^ 
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It is not fortuitous, therefore, that as early as 1040, the 
report of the C'ommission to the General Assembly pointed 
out that bouth Korea, where the process ol creating and 
organising governmeni bodies on the basis of the I.j* Seung 
Man legislation had hardly begun, was confronted with 
universal discontent and partisan uprisings, the fight against 
which, the Commission admitted, absorbed energy and 
resources extremely necessary for the developmen:, of South 
Korea and for the implementation of an economic and social 
program meant to improve this so-called state. 


And it is no wonder, for all the resources, all the means, 
all the finances, all the attention were directed towards 
suppressing the discontent of the South Korean advanced 
progressive public, of the advanced democratic elements. 
This required soldiers, this required gendarmes. This 
required police, this required tr(X)ps and for all this money 
w'as needed, and all the money was stuffed just into the 
police undertakings as a result of w'hich there w^as no money 
left for cultural and economic undertakings. 


In its report the United Nations Commission was 
compelled to acknowledge that since that time an extremely 
difficult, 1 would say, disastrous situation has arisen in South 
Korea. To show what mire and corruption the ruling top 
clique sank into at this time, it is enough to quote only that 
part of the report of the United Nations Commission on 
Korea w^hich is entitled Executive and legislative power,” 
sections 132-146. This chapter is highly characteristic for it 
sheds full light on the extent of the corruption and disinteg- 
ration of this apparatus, on the entire fascist system of this 
puppet state which was consolidated precisely as a fascist 
reactionary system, this being witnessed and helped by the 
United Nations Commission and such strong patrons of this 
Commission and South Korean reaction as the United States 
authorities. 
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This chapter cites a number of facts attesting to the 
fierce struggle between the so-called executive and legislative 
power in South Korea, a struggle which, as the Commission 
states, was aimed at getting each side to recognise what the 
other one regarded as its own field of authority and com¬ 
petence. This is a highly characteristic remark, for it shows 
with sufficient'clarity. the nature and essence of the Li Seung 
Man political regime where everything was subordinated not 
to the interest of the people in accordance with the principles 
of democracy but to the selfish interests of the reactionary 
I. i Seung Man clique placed into power. The conflict be¬ 
tween the so-called '^executiv'e and legislative power " grew 
in depth and intensity from month to month, manifesting 
itself in a series of numerous, as the Commission says, clashes 
between these groups. 

One can justly imagine the sort of state where executive 
power permanently wages a fierce struggle against legislative 
power. .And attempts are made to depict such a state ” to 
us as a state based on democratic principles, as a state of an 
allegedly democratic nature. It is shameful to listen to this, 
let alone repeating it. 

F'ascist methods of adminstration in South Korea, mass 
arrests not excepting even arrests of .so-called members of 
the South Korean National Assembly, not excepting even 
the arrest of deputy-chairman of this National Assembly in 
South Korea, flagrant lawlessness, terror, torture during 
investigation for the purpose of extorting testimony advan¬ 
tageous to the government, false accusations, elimination of 
every semblance of legality- all these are characteristic 
features of the Ij' Seung Man regime, this is what the 
Commission report describes, even if in a camouflaged and 
veiled form. 

[Resides all this the Commission had to acknowledge that 
14 members of the opposition in the National Assembly were 
arrested in June 1949, on the charge of violating the state 



129 


security law. This caused, the Commission writes, consider¬ 
able indignation and many believed that making these 
arrests the government was wreaking vengeance for the 
independent spirit of criticism and was thereby undermining 
the representative government. 

This is the kind of order that existed in this “state. 

Other instances of the same kind could be cited, but what 
has been said is sufficient to become convinced of the real 
reasons for discontent and indignation which the bulk of the 
South Korean population felt and feels towards the Li Seung 
Man regime, and which go to explain such a fact, as can be 
seen from the Commission’s report, as the utter defeat at the 
elections of the parties dominating the National Assembly, 
70 per cent of whose candidates were defeated in 1950 despite 
arrests, despite every possible method of pressure brought to 
* bear on the voters and on the candidates, a large number of 
whom were compelled, as has been pointed out above, 
to withdraw their candidacy. 

Flagrant police club law during the 1950 elections is 
shamefacedly called by the United Nations Commission, a 
departure from the requirements of a normal free situation, 
in the attempt, so to speak, to justify this departure by 
making slanderous references to North Korea, in the attempt 
to shift the blame from the guilty to the innocent. But facts 
arc facts. 

Relying upon the support of its strong foreign patrons, 
the fascist Li Seung Man regime ran amuck, ruthlessly 
persecuting all persons, the least bit democratic or pro¬ 
gressive minded. 

Section i66 of the Commission’s report contains figures 
which speak of the reprisals meted out by the Li Seung 
Man regime to the population of South Korea, Here arc 
some figures. 
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In the course of iq4q, u 8 , 6 ii persons were arrested in 
South Korea. In the first 4 months of 1050, 32,018 persons 
were arrested. The Commission admitted that it had been 
reported that some of these arrests were accompanied by 
rough treatment and tortures and that during the election 
campaign in April-May 1050, there were frequent arrests of 
Korean citizens as pointed out in the Commission’s report 
only because *‘it would seem, they made use of the simple 
constitutional right to criticise the administration.” If even 
the UNO Commission, which considers it its duty in every 
way to whitewash the Li Seung Man regime, was forced to 
admit what was stated above, then one can easilx imagine 
what actually took place in South Korea during all these 
years. 

Such was the economic and political situation in South 
Korea by the beginning of the civil war, the causes of the 
out-break of which are self-evident now as it is evident to 
what great extent this was facilitated by the anti»popular 
Li Seung Man regime and its savage terror, its sanguinary 
suppression of the slightest manifestation of the desire to 
establish democratic order in South Korea 

By means of terror and persecution aimed against the 
progressive democratic movement and democratic organisa¬ 
tions the reactionary Li Seung Man clique tried to suppress 
the freedom-loving democratic aspirations of the Korean 
people as well as their desire to have Korea reunited and 
gain independence for their country. 

It is not surprising that all this should have led and 
did lead to the discontent of the entire people; it led to 
country-wide popular resistance which was reflected in the 
development of a mass guerilla movement in South Korea 
in which tens of thousands of Korean patriots participated. 
The guerilla movement caused by starvation, poverty, lack 
of land for millions of peasants in South Korea, by lack of 
rights and oppression of the entire population, finally devc- 
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loped into a national struggle against the reactionary Li 
Seung Man regime. Korea became the arena of civil war. 
This is also fully confirmed by the UNO Commission’s 
leport, despite all its attempts to conceal the truth from 
world public opinion. 

Development of the democratic and especially the 
guerilla movement in South Korea was a serious obstacle 
in the preparations for an attack on North Korea. And 
that such preparations for an attack against North Korea 
were in progress is evident from documents, which I have 
already mentioned and quoted. Of course, the unrest in the 
rear of South Korea greatly hindered the preparations for 
an attack on North Korea That is why the Li Seung Man 
clique, hatching for many years its plan for subjugating 
North Korea by armed force, resolutely rejected, as I 
already said last time, all possibilities to settle the Korean 
question peacefully and directed its attention at suppressing 
this democratic people's liberation movement. 

Permit me to cite some more facts in addition to what 
was stated earlier, to prove that preparations for the attack 
w^ere made. First and foremost 1 must refer to Li Seung 
Man’s letter addressed to Doctor Oliver, an American 
professor, dated September 30, 1949. This letter, which 
Li Seung Man forwarded to Doctor Oliver reads : 

“I shall attempt now to tell you in short about our 
situation. I am firmly convinced that now is psychologi¬ 
cally the most opportune moment to undertake aggressive 
measures and to unite with part of the Communist army 
loyal to us in the North, in order to wipe out its remaining 
part. We shall drive part of the Kim Ir Sen people into 
the mountain districts and shall make them starve to death 
there. Then our defence line will pass along the rivers 
Tumyn and Yalu. Our position will be a hundred per cent 
better. The natural defence line along the river and 
Pektusan mountains in the East can be made almost 
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impregnable, if we have a sufficient number of airplanes, two 
or three high speed naval vessels in the estuary of these two 
rivers, as well as war planes to defend all the coastal area 
including Chejudo island;*' and further ; '‘Our people in 

the North want our permission to act immediately". 

“I should like,** Li Seung Man wrote a year ago in September 
1949, "that you should very clearly and convincingly explain 
this position and show this letter to Ambassador Chang and 
to Ambassador Cho. We shall work quietly, you in 
Washington and in New York together with our two 
Ambassadors and other friends, and w^e here in Seoul and 
Tokyo, having one aim—to get permission to clean the 
country and to bring order in our own house. I am citing 
an old expression," Li Seung man writes, "which Churchill 
once used : Give us the tools and we shall do the work. ‘ 
It can be seen that Churchill's pupils are not bad. "Convince 
the American statesmen," Li Seung Man continues, ‘ and 
public opinion that they should tacitly agree to our beginning 
to act and fulfil our program, and that all the necessary 
material support be given to us. T he longer we wait the 
more difficult it will be to do this. ' And further, “what the 
Americans are doing now in the so-called cold war, is a lost 
battle....’’ "If the Koreans want to rise and to smash 
them’*—the democratic forces of the Korean people are meant 
by this—"once and for all-,’*,. then "this is psychologi¬ 

cally the most opportune time to do it. 1 am convinced 
that we can solve this question in a reasonably short time 
if we are only permitted to do so. Please explain all this 
in a very convincing statement, carefully contact influential 
people and secure their support. If you could report all the 
above stated to President Truman, I think it would yield 
some desired success.** 

In my opinion this letter exposes convincingly enough 
the real intentions and plans of this so-called "government 
of Li Seung Man. This letter fell into the hands of the 
North Korean Government together with a number of other 
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documents which were seized during the capture of Seoul 
among the documents of the staff of the South Korean forces, 
as well as many other documents of which the United 
Nations must be aware of. What I have cited just now is 
contained in that document which Mr. F^ak Hen Yen, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Korean People’s Democratic 
Republic, forwarded to tlie l Yesident of the General Assembly 
of our Organisation and to the Secretary General of our 
Organisation. I think that Mr. 1 rygve Lie and the 
Assembly FYesident have already received these same docu¬ 
ments and I shall ask that they should be distributed among 
the members of the Organisation, among our delegations. 

1 he second document is (dx) Byon Ok's letter. If 1 am 
not mistaken he is the Ambassador of South Ivorea to the 
United States and F-^ermanent Obscrvei* at the United 
Nations. I'his letter dated October 12, 1949, reads: “At 
Lake Success a heated debate is in progress on such import¬ 
ant questions as tiie Greek problem, the problem of Italian 
colonics, of human rights— atomic energy." Here 1 leave 
out some parts since this document has been published and is 
in common use. To save time 1 shall c|UOte only what 1 
consider most important and necessary. “Regarding our 
question, it will possibly be considered by the General 
Assembly at the end of next week although it is possible that 
the usual delaying tactics of the Soviet bloc will be applied. 
The resolution on the Korean question adopted by the 
vSpecial Political Committee will doubtlessly be passed by the 
General Assembly with an over-whelming majority...With 
great attention and interest I read your letter to Doctor 
Oliver concerning the unification, or rather, the liquidation of 
the puppet regime in North Korea. The proposal which you 
set forth in it is, under the existing condition, the only logical 
and cardinal method for realising the unification desired by 
us. However, considering all the factors, I am inclined to 
suppose that the time is not ripe for realising such a plan. 
First of all, I doubt our preparedness, and it appears to me 
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that international public opinion will not approve such 
actions... 1 discussed this question with Ambassador Chan^ 
and Doctor Oliver and w^e arrived at the unanimous conclu 
sion that this has to be regarded as the basic plan of our 
government, a plan which must be realized when we shall be 
ready and when the opportune moment comes." 

it seems to me that this letter does not need comments. 

The third fact, third document : 

In November Cho Byon Ok replies to Li Seung Man. 
In this letter dated November 3, IQ4Q, which is in the hands 
of the North Korean government, he writes : 

“ I am deeply convinced,*’ so writes Cho Byon Ok, 
“ that the reunion of Korea can be achieved only through the 
use of sovereign power of our government. Any policy of 
compromise or of conferences is out of the question. Cold 
war cannot go on forever. All these world problems 
cannot be solved without a third world war. Our plan of 
reunion must be adapted to the development of the internation¬ 
al situation as a whole. Now the most important task of the 
government is the raising of our readiness in the military and 
economic respect. ‘ 

Comments are hardly necessary here. Everything is 
clear enough. 

The fourth fact, fourth document. 

(1 cite these documents in their chronological order to 
show the path traversed by conspirators against the interests 
of the Korean people and by the foreign interventionists 
together with the national traitors so as to prepare the attack 
which was launched at dawn on June 25, 1950.) 

At a press conference on December 30, IQ49, Li Seung 
Man stated : 
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** In the new year we shall all to a man attempt to 
regain the lest territory. Up to now, in connection with the 
international situation, we pursued a peace policy in con- 
frrmity with the peace policy of America and the United 
Nations. However, we must remember that in the new year, 
in connection with the change in the international situation, 
we must reunite South and North Korea through our own 
efforts.” 

As regards the peace policy, it is of course clear that the 
Li v^eung Man gentlemen did not carry through any peace 
policy, but conducted a policy of aggression, preparing for 
attack. From year to year, from month to month, from week 
to week, from day to day they tried to convince the popula¬ 
tion of the South that a military attack on North Korea was 
inevitable and necessary and to cover this they advocated 
reunion, but consistently rejected in advance any peaceful 
means to solve this question. 

On May q—this is a new fact—Mr. Johnson, head of 
the Korean Department of the United States Administration 
for Economic Cooperation, stated in the House of Represen¬ 
tatives Appropriations Committee of the United States 
Congress that a lOo thousand-strong army of South Korea 
supplied with American equipment, trained by the American 
Military Mission, completed its peparations and could start 
war at any time And it was at this time that Li Seurg Man 
in an important manner stated in the press that May and 
June would be the most critical months in the history of Korea. 

This was at the time when visits tc the bar East w^ere 
made by Johnson, former United States Secretary of Defence, 
Bradley, U. S. Chief of Staff, Dulles, adviser to the State 
Department wT.o, as is w^ell-known, had secret conferences 
with General MacArthur. Dulles paid a special visit to 
South Korea, Dulles specially visited the planned front line, 
the trenches— this is proved by photographs, by newsreels. 
AM this has been established by documents. Ambassador 
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Chang Myan informed Li Seung Man in a letter dated 
June 14, ig5o, 11 days before June 25, that Dulles on leaving 
for Korea had assured him that the United States wouKl 
not abandon Korea and would help it. He need not have 
said this because this had already Lxen proved by many 
facts in the course of many years. 

The fifth fact, fifth document : 

In his speech at the National Assembly of South Korea 
on June iq, Mr. John I‘ostcr Dulles, blessing the Li Seung 
Man armed adventure, slated that the United States was 
heady to give all the necessary moral and material support 
to South Korea which is fighting against (x>mmunism This is 
an old hobby of Mr. Dulles - a struggle against Communism. 

“Let Communism perish though the world go up in 
flames”—this is his banner. 

In his letter addressed to Li Seung man, dated June lo, 
K)50—5 days prior to the attack on North Korea—Dulles 
stressed the role assigned to Korea in the forthcoming 
events. Dulles wrote that he attached great significance 
lo that decisive role which Korea could play in the great 
drama which was unfolding. The patented warmongeis 
could not speak with greater clarity of their plans, of their 
sinister plans to unleash a new world war. 

The sixth document, sixth fact; 

According to the statement of Kim I Sek, former Minister 
of the Interior of the I .i Seung Man Government, in January 
TQ50 General Roberts, giving instructions to the Li Seung 
Man ministers said that the “plan for the campaign against 
the North is decided upon. Not much time is left before it 
will be carried into effect. Although the attack wall be 
started by us, nevertheless a pretext should be provided to 
have a just excuse. I'or this, most important is the report 
of the United Nations Commission. The United Nations 
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Commission will naturally submit a report advantageous to 
the United Nations. But at the same time you too have 
to win the sympathy of the United Nations Commission by 
paying attention to this question.” 

General Roberts saw far ahead because, in fact, the 
report submitted by the Commission is simply a report of a 
subordinate to his chief on carrying out without fail the 
instructions given to him. That is what the report of the 
same Commission is like. 

Thus the attack on North Korea was decided before 
hand. Preparation for the campaign against the North was 
considered the main task of the South Korean government. 
Li Seung Man admitted this openly. He spoke directly of 
the “Campaign against the North.” Only the time of the 
attack was left an open question. We sec now that the 
time had also been fixed. I'he date is known to us 
—June 25, 1950 

The United States official representative and military 
experts in Korea spared no effort to speed up war preparation. 
In order to prepare the rear, the condition of which gave 

rise to serious alarm then—I already spoke about this. 

brutal and repressive measures against the participants in 
the democratic movement were undertaken As is evident, 
these measures were taken and carried through on the 
instructions of the same United States representatives who 
fully controlled the entire activity of the Li Seung Man 
authorities. 

The message of the Government of the Korean People's 
Democratic Republic addressed to the President of the 
General Assembly and Secretary General of the United 
Nations which was published in the newspapers on September 
30, shows that during the second half of July 1949 Mr. 
Muccio, United States Ambassador to Korea sent for 



138 


General Roberts, Page, the South Korean Ministers Syn;:: 
Sen Mo, Kwon Sin Kim I Sek and gave them thv 
following unequivocal instructions: 

“During July-August it is necessary to carry out thoroiajh 
preparations for the campaign against the North. It is. 
necessary consistently to pre\ ent internal disorder, to carry 
out mass arrests of anti-government elements and members 
of the Workers Partv of ^outh Korea, to strictly observe the 
state securitv law. 1 am con\’inced that you will give due 
attention to these arrests." 

According to the statement of Kim I Sek, former Minis 
ter of the Interior of South Korea, General Roberts, head of 
the American Military Mission personally worked out a plan 
for carrying out these repressions and personally directed the 
operations to crush the people s guerilla movement. And 
what are the results? 

According to precise data which was published, the: 
results are that in the area where the guerillas were operat¬ 
ing, several hundred thousand homesteads were devastated 
and burned down and many peaceful residents were killed 
d'he figure of 450,000 homesteads whose inhabitants were 
suspected of giving assistance to or of simply sympathising 
with the guerillas is mentioned. 

As a result of these draconic measures hundreds of 
thousands of people were renaered homeless and left without 
means of subsistence. Masses of innocent people were 
brutally annihilated by Li Seung Man. With Li Seung Man’s 
help the United States representatives attempted at all costs 
to end with the guerillas during February and March 1950 in 
order to free their hand for action against North Korea in 
future. 

It is known that intensified training of the South Korean 
army was carried out simultaneously. American instructors 
worked with might and main in this direction. They built 
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licrodromes, brought South Korean ports in a state ol war 
preparedness so that the American air force, navy and ground 
lorces could start military operations on the territory of 
Korea at any time. 

fhe l.i Seung Man government willingly proposed that 
the South Korean ports be used as American naval bases, and 
the former Japanese naval bases in wShinhe be converted into 
main American na\al bases. After the visit of the American 
warships to South Korea Won II Son, (>hicf of Staff of the 
South Korean naval forces, wrote to Admiral Redford, 
Commander of the United States Pacific lieet in a letter 
dated July i8 1040 : “ We shall be very glad to place at 

\our disposal some of our ports including Inchon, Pusan, 
Yosu, Mogpho and the naval base Chin he as temporary 
bases for any formation of the fleet under your command/* 

Simultaneously, a ruthless purge of the South Korean 
army was carried through, accompanied by executions of 
unreliable soldiers and officers. In the archives of the Li 
Seung Man government seized by the North Korean troops 
documents were found which testify that the plan of sub¬ 
versive activity of the wSouth Koreans envisaged the destruc¬ 
tion of bridges, organisation of railway accidents, destruction 
of factories, warehouses, arson, emission of false cuirency, 
infection of water reservoirs by bacteria, organisation of 
assassination of political and public leaders of the Korean 
People's Republic and of workers of the People's Liberation 
Army. Besides this, on the initiative of the South Korean 
authorities many incidents on the 38th Parallel were 
provoked. 

According to Kim 1 Sek*s testimony Sebald, MacArthur's 
chiel adviser, who visited Seoul in January 1950, assured 
Li Seung Man that when the campaign against the North 
was started, the United States fleet and planes based in 
Japan would fight on the side of the South Korean 
Government. 
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In February iq 5 o, Li Seung Man accompanied by the 
Chief of Staff of the South Korean army made a trip to 
Tokyo where he reached an agreement with MacArthur on 
speeding up preparations for the attack on the North. 

According to the statement made by Mun Hak Won, 
Li Seung Man's political adviser, MacArthur gave Li Seung 
Man concrete instructions with regard to the preparatory 
measures, pointing out that the military operations of the 
Li Seung Man army must be directed by MacArthur. In 
May IQ 50 , the Li Seung Man army had completed prepara¬ 
tions for the attack on North Korea, according to the 
conclusion drawn by the American experts. What followed 
is known. 

I consider it important not to enumerate these events 
now but to draw attention to another highly important fact— 
that is the strategical map which is in the hands of the 
North Korean government after having been found in the 
secret archives of the Li Seung Man government. 1 want to 
say a few words on what this map meant. 

It gives a full idea of the plan for attack on North Korea. 
As it should be, the whole plan is marked on the map by 
lines, arrows and other conventional signs. 

The plan shows that the first South Korean army had 
to begin military operations against North Korea, between 
the Yellow Sea coast and the small town of Koranpo. The 
second army—between Koranpo and the East coast. The first 
army troops were given the task to direct the main blow 
at the right flank from the Kaisen area directly opposite 
Phyongyang. The left flank had to attack from the Ongdin 
area on Sinchion and afterwards on Sariwon. In addition, 
a naval landing was to be effected from Inchon and under 
air cover to advance towards the Phyongyang area. The 
second army was ordered to begin the attack from the 
Tonduchen, Chunchen and Hanchi areas, make a landing 
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and cut the communication between Phyongyang and 
South and North Mamgen. Whole rows of little triangles 
and squares arc shown on the map. Those are reserve 
units concentrated in the direction of the main blows, 
and on the Parallel itself are conventional signs of the location 
of assault units for the breakthrough. In the area of the 
38th Parallel up to 10 South Korean divisions were concern 
crated and for each of them an accurately fixed place was 
allotted on the map of the general plan for the offensive. 
There is a copy of this map, it has been published. Thus, 
facts remain facts, and cannot be doubted. 

These are, 1 say, the facts. ITese facts, borne out by 
many documents, fully expose those who are really guilty of 
unleashing the aggression in Korea, fully deny the American 
version of the aggression allegedly 'Trom North Korea.*’ 

At the same time these facts prove in the most convin¬ 
cing manner the complete untenability of the attempts of the 
Anglo-American bloc to depict the Civil War in Korea as an 
“aggression from North Korea.*’ 

This question of the correct juridical and political qualifi¬ 
cation of the events which are taking place in Korea is a 
highly important question. A wrong qualification, a wrong 
understanding of what is taking place in Korea fostered 
to a certain extent crass violations of the Charter and the 
very principles of the United Nations by a number of delega¬ 
tions. That is why I consider it necessary to dwell on this 
question. It is necessary finally to put an end to this 
illiterate treatment of such important principles and regula¬ 
tions of international law as for instance the question of 
aggression, as the definition of aggression. ‘‘Aggression” 
is not applied to civil war. Never in the history of mankind, 
which had known many cases of civil war, had the notion 
of “aggression” been applied to civil war. And this is quite 
natural because international law and international practice 
unanimously deny the possibility of applying the notion of 
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i.i<:',gressi()n to internal civil war. to a war between different 
camps of one and the same nation, within the confines of 
one and the same state, d'his has been estahlisiied and 
sanctified by the whole of international practice. dht 
inadmissibility of applying the notion of aggression to civil war 
is to such an extent indisputable and generally recognised 
in international law and international practice that one 
need not have particularly dwelt on it if ignorant muddle 
and outright political dishonesty were not involved in this 
question. 

As certain delegations however do not want to reckon 
with the generally accepted regulations and principles of 
international relations and ignore international practice, 
1 consider it necessary to dwell on this question and first 
and foremost to refer to certain examples from history. 

1 pointed out in my previous brief speech that there 
are such examples in history and they relate primarily to 
the history of the United vStates of America. 

It is a matter of general knowledge that during the 
sixties of the last century armed forces of the Southern states 
of America attacked the northern states of America, d he 
vSouthern armies, armies of the slave-holders, attacked 
the democratic armies of the North. Civil war broke out. 
The armed forces of the Northern states shifted the military 
actions over to the territory of the Southern States, routed 
the troops of the slave owmers and created conditions fer 
the national unity of the United States. 

It would be interesting to know whether Mr. Austin 
is prepared to call this well-known historic episode of the 
liberation struggle of North America against the slave 
holding South, as aggression of the Northerners against the 
Southerners ? Is he prepared to qualify this act as an 
aggression and would he consider it just, if at that time the 
armed forces of, let us say, Britain, France, who were 



143 


Strongly interested in the developments in America, came 
out against this aggression “ in order lo inlluence the 
course of the struggle of the American people for their 
national unification ? 

I think that Mr. Austin will not go thus far in this 
historic research. Though the most surprising things can 
be expected from Mr Austin. 

But here is what facts say on this account. 

During the sixties of the past century the British 
Government attempted to support the wSoutherners; it is 
known that the British Government attempted to interfere 
in the civil war in the United States and support the 
Southerners the slaveowners against the North American 
democrats. 

But how did the entire world public opinion of that 
time react to this attempt of British interference'’ It regar¬ 
ded it as intervention, as interference in the internal affairs 
of a sovereign nation and condemned this attempt. 

I would like to know how Messrs. .Austin and Younger 
would explain this from the point of view of their present 
stand in relation to the struggle which is taking place betw^een 
North of Korea and South c^f Korea, where Northern demo¬ 
crats, not Americans but Koreans are fighting against the 
Southern reactionaries, not Americans but Koreans., when 
the United States is interfering in this struggle; the United 
States which, in its time when it w^aged its civil w^ar, had 
itself protested against British interference. Now^ they are 
good friends. Now they are interfering jointly in the Korean 
internal affairs. 

During 1862-67, in these 6 years, events took place in 
Mexico whose substance in brief was as follows - The French 
Emperor Napoleon III chose to interfere in the civil war in 
Mexico and to place his protege Maximilian on the throne. 
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The Mexicans protested against such interference in their 
internal affairs. Maximilian was overthrown and executed, 
which thus put an end to this adventure of Napoleon III and 
of his friends. But nobody dreamt of calling the civil war in 
Mexico an aggression on the part of any section of the 
Mexican people. Nobody considered the military actions of 
the parties in the Mexican civil war as aggression. But all 
recognised as aggression, the foreign alien interference in this 
Mexican civil war on the part of the French government 
headed by Napoleon III. 

Aggression is an '^attack of a foreign state on another 
state/* that is written down in all the books, in all scientific 
researches, in all theoretical works, in all text-books. Aggre¬ 
ssion is interference of one state in the internal affairs, in 
the internal struggle which is taking place in some state or 
other, between two parts of the nation, which have 
temporarily split into two camps fighting each other. That 
is what aggression is. 

To consider as aggression, the struggle between one part 
of the people against another part, civil war, would he 
ignorance or political dishonesty. Never and nowhere in 
history do we know of such a case where the notion of 
aggression ’’ was applied to civil war. This is quite right¬ 
fully put down in our Charter, the Charter of the United 
Nations Organisation. Will you please open to the sixth or 
seventh chapter of the United Nations Charter and you will 
see what is stated there on acts of aggression on the part ol 
one state against another state. Disputes between states arc 
dealt with there. Within these limits the United Nation.s 
Organisation has the right to intervene by considering these 
questions. Take articles 33, 34, 35, 36 and so on, any article 
of chapter six or chapter seven and you will find there not 
the slightest hint which would give the right to consider 
civil war as a cause for interference in these matters on the 
part of the United Nations. 
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As to the events in Korea, they are also civil war lave 
ihe interference of the United States in this war, which 
committed an act of aggression against Korea. 

1 believe that the examples presented by me once again 
confirm that the notion of “aggression“ is inapplicable to 
civil wars, which are internal conflicts between two parts of a 
nation of one and the same country. This, by the way, is 
expressed not only in our Charter, this is expressed also in a 
great number of international agreements. It is possible to 
recall for instance a number of agreements concluded by the 
Soviet Union with various states concerning the definition of 
aggression. In all these cases the definition proposed by the 
Soviet Union and approved in the main by the majority of 
the League of Nations Security Committee in 1Q33 was 
taken as a basis. 1 he same id^ is expressed in the Geneva 
protocol of 1024, in the protocol on non-interference in the 
internal affairs of other states signed, in Buenos Aires in 
1030, in the American treaty of mutual assistance concluded 
in Rio de Janeiro in 1047, in the inter-American pact signed 
in Bogota in 1948. 

All these documents express the following idea for¬ 
mulated briefly; aggression does not exist where there is an 
internal struggle of people temporarily split into hostile 
political camps. Aggression does exist where there is inter¬ 
ference of one state in the internal affairs of another state. 

Thus, when there is aggression, struggle between states 
is meant and the state which first attacked the other state 
is the aggressor. 

That is why, in accordance with international law and 
international practice, events in Korea cannot be qualified 
otherwise than an internal struggle, an internal civil war 
between two government camps. A struggle is in progress 
there-an internal struggle between two camps-and every 
interference of alien forces, whatever words they are covered 
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up with, whatever the aims they resort to, to camouflage their 
interference-will always be aggression. That is why the 
attempts to style one side of the civil war in Korea as an 
aggressor are without foundation lx)th politically and juridi¬ 
cally. That is why the application to the civil w^ar in Korea 
of the UNO Charter provisions referring to aggression, is 
incorrect and unlaw^ful inasmuch as this war is not being 
w'aged betw'een states but between two parts of one and the 
same Korean nation. 

In this connection it should be pointed out that Austin 
contradicts himself flagrantly in declaring, for example, that 
essentially speaking the 38th parallel is a fiction. He said 
that it W'as not a reality, that essentially speaking there was 
no 38th parallel, that it is an imaginary, non-existing 
line. But if this line does not exist then it does not 
divide anything, and if it does not divide anything, then 
there are no two parts of Korea separated from each other 
by a demarcation line, then consequently there is no 
Northern part of Korea separated from the Southern by a 
state frontier. 

1 his means that there are no two states divided by a 
frontier in as much as, in Austin's opinion, there is no 
frontier. Consequently there is one state, l-iut in that 
case it is impossible to speak of aggression of one state 
against another as there are no two states. 

Yet, while denying the existence of frontiers, Mr. Austin 
and his supporters acknowledge the existence of states, the 
existence of aggression of one state against another. This is 
an obvious contradiction. It should also be pointed out 
that the UNO Charter does not contain a single article 
which permits the interference in the affairs of other states, 
which gives grounds for regarding the struggle between 
two parts of one nation as aggression, as such a dispute which 
our Organisation has the right to examine. 
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I'herefore the application of the UNO (Charter provisions 
concerning aggression and having in mind the struggle 
between two states, to the struggle between two parts of 
one and the same nation, within the confines of one state is 
absolutely impossible, absolutely impermissible. This would 
be arbitrary, this would be incorrect, this would contradict 
all the rules and principles of international law, of interna¬ 
tional piactice and the UNO Charter. 1 lowever this is 
precisely how the United Nations Organisation incorrectly 
interpreted, incorrectly applied the Charter if one is to 
believe that it acted bonafide, that it acted conscientiously, 
with good intentions, impartially and not for the selfish 
interests of any group of states. A number of Security 
Council members made many violations in the Korean 
question. They violated Article 27 inasmuch as the 
decisions on the Korean question were not accepted by 
the required majority, i. e. not by seven but by six votes, the 
seven included the Kuomintang representative who had no 
right to take part in the Council and voting. Besides, several 
permanent members did not take part in the voting—the 
UsSR and the Chinese People's Republic—and their parti« 
cipation is absolutely imperative. These members of the 
Security council violated point 7 of article z of the Charter 
because they interfered in the internal affairs of another state, 
because they unlawfully applied to civil war in general the 
provisions of entire chapter 7 of the Charter concerning 
aggression, because these provisions are inapplicable to civil 
war. The refusal to apply to North Korea the provisions of 
the Charter expressed in Aiticle 32 on the strength of which 
the Security Council is obliged to invite the parties concerned 
to participate in the discussion of the questions which bear 
on them was illegal. 

Indeed, if a certain part of the Security Council, which 
should be regarded as a private conference and not the 
Security Council, passes some sort of a decision on June 25, 
on the basis of the Charter, then why did it not take as a 
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basis that part of the same Charter where it demands preli¬ 
minary hearings of the representatives of the disputing 
parties. Why was this not done? Because this part of the 
Security Council did not consider it: necessary to adhere to 
the Charter as required by law to deal with the matter 
objectively and impartially. 

Thus this part of the Security Council completely 
ignored Article 33 and its requirements and took no measures 
for a peaceful settlement of the Korean question prior to 
taking a repressive decision regarding North Korea. 

I have already said that on June 25 a proposal was 
made to invite a North Korean representative, but the 
proposal was rejected. The decisions of several members 
of the Security Council adopted on June 25, June 27 and 
July 7, 1950 constituted a llagrant violation of the Charter 
brought about by direct pressure of the USA on other 
countries. The efforts of the ruling circles of the United 
States of America to cover up their aggressive action in 
Korea with the name of UNO, to lend their aggression the 
character of measures allegedly taken by the United Nations 
in opposition to the alleged aggressor, as the USA and 
British delegations and delegations of several other countries 
which support them contend, cannot but be noted in this 
connection. It was precisely to this kind of open pressure 
that the US Government organs resorted to, when they 
demanded of the states economically dependent on them to 
participate in the military actions against Korea, making 
their participation a compulsory condition for receiving 
“ Marshall plan ‘ aid 

Now we arc asked to accept a resolution introduced by 
8 delegations. This resolution is in sharp contradiction to 
all the UNO purposes, tasks and principles, for the reasons 
which I have already given in speaking of aggression, of civil 
war, of the interference of the USA and Britain at the head 
of certain states in the intenal affairs of Korea. This 
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resolution aims to justify the previously adopted unlawful 
and unjust decisions regarding Korea, to use the authority 
of the United Nations Organisation to cover the U S 
armed interference in the civil war in Korea which is a 
direct aggression against the Korean people who are fighting 
for their national independence, for national unification. 
This resolution is directed towards the occupation of the 
entire territory of Korea by foreign troops. 

The eight-power resolution aims to cover the armed 
aggression in Korea with false phrases about helping Korea 
to establish allegedly an independent democratic state in 
Korea and taking various measures for the economic 
rehabilitation of Korea. 

I'his resolution has been proposed by the delegations of 
Britain, Australia, Brazil and five other delegations It is 
unacceptable as a whole inasmuch as it provides for the occu¬ 
pation of the entire territory of Korea by foreign troops. 

That is why the Soviet delegation will oppose this resolu¬ 
tion and vote against it as unacceptable as a whole. The 
Soviet Union delegation will introduce its own resolution — I 
hope in agreement with several other delegations — and will 
defend this resolution. 

At the same time 1 want to speak ol the following. We 
have outrageous cases of the gross violation by the USA of 
the iqo7 Hague Convention on rules of warfare and another 
iqo7 Hague Convention on naval bombardment. The US 
airforce systematically violates both these conventions which 
were signed by the United States of America. It bombs 
defenceless towns, villages, hospitals, it bombs hospital 
trains. It bombs buildings with the Red Cross on them, 
indiscriminately killing old people, women, children, the 
healthy and sick. I’hese barbarous bombardments are 
flagrant violations of the two international conventions — the 
Hague Conventions of 1907. 
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I he Soviet delegation will also introduce a draft resolu¬ 
tion to the First Committee directing the USA to cease the 
barbarous bombardments of the peaceful population of tow ns 
and inhabited localities in Korea by American armed forces. 

After a careful study of the report of the UNO Com- 
mission on Korea submitted in its time to the fourth session 
and again submitted to the fifth session, every unprejudiced 
person must inevitably draw^ the conclusion that the UNO 
Commission on Korea did not cope w^ith its task because it 
acted Linobjectively, dishonestly and unjustly. 

If necessary 1 wall give the reasons lor our proposal in 
more detail later. Now I only w^ant to point out this 
circumstance and state that the Soviet delegation will also 
introduce a resolution on this question, a resolution which 
insists on disbanding the UNO Commission on Korea as 
having been instituted unlaw'fully in violation of the Charter, 
on the one hand, and, on the other hand, as a commission 
whose action has helped kindle civil war in Korea. 



STATEMENT OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE KOREAN 
PEOPLE’S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC TO THE UNITED 
NATIONS GENERAL ASSEMBLY & SECURITY COUNCIL 


President of the United Nations General Assembly. 
President of the Security Council 


American intervention in Korea, organised under 
the flag of the United Nations with the participation 
of a number of other states which, under United 
vStates pressure, have sent their armed forces into Korea, has 
been continuing already for three months. During three 
months the blood of the Korean people is benig shed, 
peaceful Korean towns and villages are being ruined, 
people's wealth created by the hands of the Korean people, 
is being destroyed. The United States bear full responsibil¬ 
ity for the innumerable calamities and sufferings which have 
been inflicted on our people by the American intervention 
and by the war which the American imperialists and their Li 
Seung Man agents unleashed in Korea. 


The United States Government, through its official repre¬ 
sentatives in Korea inspired and directed the Li Seung Man 
clique to an internecine war in Korea, by rendering this 
clique political, military and economic assistance, directing 
the formation and training of the Li Seung Man army and 
working out plans for the attack on North Korea. The Li 
Seung Man puppet regime was created and utilised by the 
American imperialists with the aim of enslaving Korea and 
of turning it into a base for American aggression in the I-ar 
East. With slavish obedience, following the orders of the 
American masters, the Li Seung Man government subordi¬ 
nated all its activity to the task of preparing an armed 
attack on North Korea, which began on June 25, 1950. 
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In order to justify their aggression against the Korean 
people the American invaders attempt now to place the guilt, 
for the outbreak of war in Korea on the government of the 
Korean People’s Democratic Republic, asserting that the 
events of June 25. iq 50 were an unprovoked attack of the 
Northerners on South Korea. The version of the attack of 
the Northerners on South Korea was dictated by the United 
States representatives to the United Nations Commission for 
Korea and acting on its report this version was also adopted 
by the majority of the Security Council, which, fearing 
exposure of this lie and establishment of the truth, barred 
representatives of the Korean People’s Democratic Republic 
from participation in the discussion of the Korean egaestion. 

Mowever facts and documents completely expose those 
who are guilty of unleashing the war — the American imperia¬ 
lists and their agents from the Li Seung Man clique. In 
particular documents from the Li Seung Man government s 
secret archive captured during the liberation of Seoul by the 
People’s Army irrefutably prove that plans for the attack on 
North Korea were hatched long since by the Li Seung Man 
clique and were agreed upon with the United States Govern¬ 
ment and even with highly placed officials of the United 
Nations. In a letter to his personal representative in the 
United States. Cho Bion Ok. dated April 10, 1949 Li Seung 
Man gave the following instruction: “You must discuss 
this situation frankly and strictly confidentially with highly 
placed officials of the United Nations and the United 
States. Strictly confidentially inform them of our 
plans to unite the North and the South. Essentially, we are 
prepared for unification at the present time in all respects 
save one: we do not have enough arms and equipment. . we 
must have sufficient armed forces to advance northward, to 
join forces with the army there which is fully devoted to us 
and to move the iron curtain from the 38th f\irallel towards 
the Yalu river and to guard our frontier there against penet¬ 
ration from without.” 
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On the testimony of the former Minister of the Interior 
Kim 1 Sek and ether leaders of the Li Seung Man regime 
who were taken prisoner by the People’s Army, the attack 
on North Korea was set for July-August ic)4C). However, 
the failure of the Li Seung Man troops in tiie incidents on 
the 36th Parallel which the\ had provoked, the going over 
of separate units cf the Li Seung Man army to the side of 
North Korea and mainly, the activisation of the People’s 
guerilla movement against the Li Seung Man puppet regime 
in the South, forced the American military leaders to revise 
their plans and temporarily delay the attack of the Li Seung 
Man men on North Korea in order to prepare the rear and 
army more thoroughly. 

However^ the Li Seung Man clique had no patience. On 
September 3c, 1949 Li Seung Man wrote to Doctor Robert 
Oliver, hurrying his American friends: "I am firmly con¬ 
vinced that now is psychologically the most opportune 
moment to undertake aggressive measures and to unite with 
that part of the Communist army in the North w^hich is 
loyal to us, in order to wipe out its remaining part in 
Phyongyang. We shall drive part of the Kim Ir Sen people 
into the mountain districts and make them starve to death. 
Our defence line must be created along the rivers Tumyn 

and Yalu. Then our position will be twice as good.We 

shall all work quietly—you in Washington and New York 
together with ouf two ambassadors and other friends, and 
w^e here, in Seoul and Tokyo, having one aim...to get permis¬ 
sion to clean the country and to make order in our own 
house. I am citing an old expression, w-hich Churchill once 
used: “Give us the tools and we shall do the w'ork.’ Convince 
the American statesmen and the public that they should 
tacitly agree to our beginning to act and fulfil our program, 
and that all the necessary material support be given to us. 
The longer we wait the more difficult it will be to do this.” 

In connection w ith this letter Ambassador Cho Bion Ok 
reported to Li Seung Man on October 12, 1949 ’ ”Your 
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letter to Doctor Oliver concerning the reunion or, rather, th.e 
liquidation of the puppet regime in North Korea was read by 
me with great attention and interest. The proposals which 
you set forth in it are, in the existing conditions, the sole 
logical and cardinal method for realising the reunion desired 
by us. However, 1 am inclined to belicx e that the time 
is not yet ripe for realising such a plan. First oi all. I doubt 
our preparedness, and international public opinion will not 

approve such actions . 1 discussed this L|uestion with 

Ambassador Chang and Doctor Oliver and \\'c came to the 
unanimous conclusion that this has to be regarded as the 
basic plan of our government, a plan wiiich must be realised 
when we shall be ready and when the opportune moment 
will come.’‘ 

In a letter oi November leMv) addressed to In Scung 
NIan, (Jio Bion Ok reiernng again to Li Scung Man's letter 
to Oliver, wrote: '1 am deeply convinced that tiic reunion of 
Korea can be achiewed only through the use of the s(.)\’ereign 
pov\'er ol our go\'ernment. Any policy of compromise or of 
conferences is excluded, ("old war cannot goon fore\'er, All 
these world problems cannot be solved without a third 
world war. Our f^lan of reunion must be adapted to the 
de\ elopmeni of tlie international position as a whole. Now 
the most important task of the government is to raise our 
readiness in the military and economic respect.'* 

At the press conference on December 30, iq 4 q Id Seung 
Man stated point blank : ‘in the new year we shall all, 
to a man, attempt to return the lost territory. Lip to nowy 
in connection with the international situation, we carried 
out a peace policy in conformity with the peace policy of 
America and the United Nations. However, we must remem¬ 
ber that in the new year, in connection with the change in 
the international situation, we must reunite South and North 
Korea through our own efforts." 

Thus the attack on North Korea was decided already 
in 1049 and the preparation for the campaign against the 
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North was considered the main task of the South Korean 
Government. Only the question of the time of attack was 
left open. 

The American official representatives and the military 
specialists in Korea spared no effort to speed up the prepara¬ 
tion for the war. 

In order to prepare the rear, whicii gave the Americans 
and the Li Seung Man clique extreme anxiety, repressive 
measures unheard of in their brutality were taken against 
the democratic movement and its participants. These 
repressions were carried out on the direct orders of the 
American representatives. Thus, in the second half of July 
iu40, the United Stai.es Ambassador \luecio sent for General 
Roberts, Page, the Ministers Sin ben Mo, Kwon Sin \'er 
and Kim 1 Sek and gave them the following instructions: 
During July and August it is neccssar\' to carry through 
thorough preparation for the campaign against the North. 
It is necessary to prevent the consistent internal disorder, 
to carr\' out mass arrests of anti-government elements and 
members of the Workers' Party in South Korea, to strictly 
obser\ e the state security law. I am con\ inced that you 
will gi\ r due attention to these arrests. 

Tens of thousands of people in South Korea w'hose only 
“guilt" w'as that they expressed their dissatisfaction with 
the Li Seung Man terrorist regime and wanted the peace¬ 
ful reunion of the country, were thrown into prison, tortured, 
executed. Particular attention was paid to the suppression 
of the guerilla movement which was the reply of the South 
Korean people to the brutal repressions by the Li Seung 
Man government. According to Kim I Sek’s statement. 
General Roberts, head of the American Military Mission, 
personally worked out a plan and led the operations for 
the suppression of the popular guerilla movement. On his 
instruction, in the districts where the guerillas were operating, 
.450,000 houses of peaceful residents, suspected of helping 
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or simply of sympathising with the guerillas were burned 
down and devastated. As a result of these draconic measures 
hundreds of thousands of people were made homeless and 
left without means of subsistence. Masses of innocent people 
were brutally annihilated by Li Seung Man men with the 
sole purpose of frightening the people and of repressing 
their will to struggle lor freedom. The Americans and Li 
Seung Man men attempted at all costs to end with the 
guerillas during February and March 1950, in order to free 
their hands for the attack on North Korea. 

Corresponding to the plan of attack on the North 
intensified training of the South Korean army w as carried 
out, aerodromes were built, the ports of South Korea were 
brought into war preparedness so that the American airforce, 
navy and ground forces could start military operations on 
the territory of Korea at any time. The training of the 
South Korean army was under the control of the American 
Military Mission in Seoul. The Li Seung Man go\ernment 
willingly proposed to use the South Korean ports as American 
naval bases, and to convert the former Japanese naval base 
in Chinhe into the main American naval base after having 
declared it a secret zone. After the visit of the American 
warships to South Korea, Won 11 Son, chief of staff 
of the South Korean naval forces, wrote in a letter 
to Admiral Redford, Commander of the United States 
Pacific Fleet, dated July 18, 1949 ; “We shall be very glad 
to place some of our ports including Inchon, Pusan, Yosu, 
Mogkpho and the naval base Chinhe as temporary bases 
at the disposal of any formation of the fleet under your 
command.** 

Great attention was also given to raising the political’ 
reliability of the army. Particularly after some units of the 
Li Seung Man troops went over to the North in the summer 
of 1949, a ruthless purge of the army w as carried through. 
American advisers personally took part in the executions of 
soldiers and officers suspected of unreliability. Muccio, 
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United States Ambassador in Seoul instructed the Li Seung 
Man ministers not to hesitate before the most brutal 
measures. Some people might say that from the point of 
view of humanity this is bad, he stated in January 1950, but 
in order to achieve the aim set, such acts are fully 
admissible. 

With the aims of creating tension and of preparing 
opinion for the aggression which was being prepared, as 
well as for the tactical training of the troops, the Li Seung 
Man government provoked numerous incidents on the 38th 
Parallel. At the same time the South Korean authorities, 
the American representatives and the United Nations Com¬ 
mission for Korea clamoured for the entire world to hear 
that these incidents allegedly resulted from the attack of 
the Northerners on South Korea. 

The government of the Korean People’s Democratic 
'Republic in its repeated statements during 1949 and the first 
half of 1950 exposed the real meaning of these provocative 
attacks, which were directed to unleash an internecine war. 
Copies of these statements of the government of the Korean 
People’s Democratic Republic were in its time forwarded to 
the United Nations Secretary General with the request to 
make their contents known to all the members of the United 
Nations. The documents captured by the People's Army 
in Seoul fully corroborate the correctness of these statements 
of the government of the Korean People’s Democratic 
Republic. ITus, for instance, the head of the American 
Military Mission in Seoul, General Roberts, in his speech 
a conference of commanders of divisions of the Li Seung 
Man army on August 2, 1949 admitted that all the incidents 
on the 38th Parallel had been provoked by the South Korean 
authorities. Roberts declared: My colleague and I are fully 
convinced that all the attacks on South Korea are mea¬ 
sures of retaliation and that almost all the incidents 
-were provoked by the Security forces of South Korea. 



In October 1949 at a conference of commanders of divisions 
held at the land forces headquarters, Roberts said: there 
have been and will be attacks on the territory north of 
the 38th Parallel undertaken on my instructions. But 

many military units attack the North unwarrantedly, spend 
an uncountable number of shells without achieving any results 
and sustain terrific losses. Attacks northward of the 38th 
Parallel may be undertaken by the “army of national 
defence ” only on the instructions of the mission of American 
military advisers. 

The Li S eung Man Ambassador to the United States, 
Chan Men, in a letter addressed to Li Seung Man, dated 
April 6, IQ 4 Q wrote: General Wcdemeyer has privately and 
confidentially advised to plant in North Korea well-trained, 
reliable and competent young men in order to sow distrust 
towards the Communist system and the People's Govern¬ 
ment and to pave the way for a republic.” 

The plan for espionage and subversive activity found 
in the archives of the Li Seung Man government provided 
for the organisation of sabotage on railway transport, in 
industry., trade and at state institutions. The plan envisaged 
the destruction of bridges and the engineering of railway 
accidents, demolition of plants, electric stations, warehouses, 
setting fire to buildings, state institutions, issuing forged 
money., infecting rivers and water reservoirs with bacteria. 
The plan also envisaged the organisation of murders of politi¬ 
cal and public figures of the Korean People's Democratic 
Republic and members of the People's Army. Korea played 
an important role in the aggressive plans of the American 
foreign policy in the Far East. American imperialism sought 
to convert Korea into its colony and into a military strategic 
bridgehead in the Far East. The failure of American impe¬ 
rialism's plans in China made the Korean bridgehead increa¬ 
singly more valuable in the eyes of the United States 
Government. On the other hand, Korea was regarded as the 
most convenient arena for developing aggressive actions 
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\\iLh the aim of restoring the shattered prestige of the 
United States in the Far East as a whole. 

In a confidential bulletin of the Intelligence Office of 
the State Department No. d8-4q dated January 28. 1Q4C) it 
was pointed out that the United States strives to assure a 
partial stabilisation of the situation in the Far East through 
setting up a stable and friendly government in Korea and to 
compensate by tlic successes in Korea for its diplomatic 
defeat s in oth.er parts of Asia. 

The United vStates promised Fi Seung Man all out mili¬ 
tary support in the campaign against the North. As testified 
by Kim 1 Sek MacArthur’s chief adviser, Sebald, who visited 
Seoul :n January assured Li Scung Man that when the 

march on the North ;s started, the American fleet and planes 
based in Ja]>an^ would fight on the side ol the South Korean 
government, 

In F>.bruary 105-.: LiSeungMan. accompanied by the 
chief of staff ol’ tlic South Korean Army, made a trip to 
Tokyo, where he reached an agreement with MacArthur cn 
speeding iip^ preparations for the attacl: on the North. 
According tr; the statement made by I i Seung Man’s political 
adv iser Mun I lak Won. MacArthur gave Id Seung Man 
concrete instructions with regard to the prej^aratory measures, 
pointing out, that the military operations of the Li Seung 
Man army must be directed by MacArthur. 

By Mav' iqv:.; the Li Seung Man armv liad completed 
preparations for the attack on Nortlicrn Korea, according 
to the conclusion drawn by the American experts. Ihe 
military operations against North Korea were fully planned 
and entered on a strategic map which was captured by the 
People’s Army at the time of the liberation of vSeouL As is 
testified by the film discovered in the secret archives of the 
Li Seung Man govei'nment. Dulles was acquainted with the 
aforementioned strategic map during his visit to South 
Korea. 
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On May q, the director of the Korean division of the 
United States Economic Cooperation Administration, Johnson, 
stated at the Appropriations Committee of the House of 
Representatives of the US Congress that the 100,000 strong 
South Korean army, equipped with American arms and 
trained by the American Military Mission, had completed its 
preparations and could start war at any moment. 

It was precisely at that time that Id Seung Man on 
two occasions stated in the press that May and June will be 
the most critical months in the history of Korea. It was 
not fortuitous that at that time the Far East was visited 
by the United States Secretary of Defence, Johnson, by 
the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff of the American 
Army, Bradley, and Counsellor of the State Department, 
Dulles, who held a secret conference with General 
MacArthur. 

EXilles especially visited South Korea. As Ambassador 
Chan Men reported in his letter to Li Seung Man, dated 
June 14, iQ^o, Dulles before leaving for Korea had assured 
him that the United States would not desert Korea and 
would help her. While visiting South Korea Dulles, when 
inspecting the area of the 38th Parallel, addressed the Li 
Seung Man troops with provocative speeches extolling their 
combat power and calling for the enhancement of military 
training. No adversary, not even the strongest, will be able 
to oppose you, he said to the Li Seung Man soldiers. 'I'ime 
is not far off when you will l^e able to display your 
strength. 

In his speech made at the National Assembly of South 
Korea on June iq. Dulles gave his blessings to the Li Seung 
Man men for the armed adventure and stated that the 
United States was ready to render all the necessary moral 
and material support to South Korea struggling against 
Communism, In his farewell letter addressed to Li Seung 
Man, dated June 20. iq5'o, Dulles stressed the role assigned 



161 


to Korea in the forthcoming events. He wrote: 1 ascribe 
great significance to that decisive role which your country 
can play in the great drama which is now unfolding. 

As pointed out by Li Seung Man in his letter to Ambas¬ 
sador Chan Men on June i8. 1050, Dulles fully agreed with 
the entire policy of Li Seung Man. As Kim I Sck wrote, 
Dulles had told Li Seung Man and Sin Sen Mo that although 
the situation in the country after the attack on the North 
w'ould be unfavourable it would be necessary to hold out 
at least one week in the course of which the United States 
would compel the United Nations to take action and in wl iose 
name land, naval and air forces would be mobilised. 

In the predatory plan for the attack on North Korea the 
United Nations were assigned a special place. The American 
imperialists and the Li Seung Man men reckoned that they 
would be able to cover up all of tneir aggressive actions in 
Korea w ith the authority of the Security Council. 

It is fully established that the United Nations Commis¬ 
sion, which served as a screen for and tool of the American 
aggressive policy in Korea, based its reports on the materials 
prepared by the American Embassy and American intel¬ 
ligence organs in Korea. I'he United Nations (Commission 
in everything followed the instructions of the American 
representatives and brazenly falsified the facts in the 
interests of the United States. 

According to tlie statement of Kim 1 Sek. former 
Minister of the Interior of the Li Seung .Man government, 
in January iq^o CGeneral Roberts giving instructions to the 
Li Seung Man ministers said : The plan for the campaign 
against the T Jorth is decided upon. Not much time is leit 
before it will be carried into life. Although the attack will 
be begun by us, nevertheless a pretext should be provided 
to have a justifiable excuse. For this, most important is 
firstly the report of the United Nations Commission, d'he 
United Nations Commission will naturally submit a report 



162 


advantageous to the United States hut at the same time 
you too have to win the sympathy of the United Nations 
Commission by paying attention to this question. 

The 'available documents expose the imseemly role 
played by certain leading figures of the United Nations in the 
preparation of the internecine war in Korea. It has already 
been mentioned aho\'e that the plan for an armed attack 
on the North was in strict confidence discussed by American 
and Li Seung Man representatives witli Icaciing figures 
of the United Nations who were tluis fully aware o( these 
aggressive plans. The composition of the United Nations 
last Commission for Korea and its secretariat was chosen so 
as not only to have in the Commission a quite reliable screen 
but also to ensure that it assists in carr\ ing out the plans for 
the armed attack on North Korea. 

In his letter to Li Seung Man dated November 3. 1040, 
Cho E^ion Ok reported w ith satisfaction that under pressure 
of the United States delegation and the State Department, 
the Chairman of the General Assembly and United Nations 
Secretary General began to pay sufficient attention to tiie 
selection of approf-'>riatc members cf the Commission. He 
pointed out that Syri.a wliich had fcrmerly created some 
dilkiculties in the comrnis.sion would be replaced by I'urkey 
and that the Secretary General I'rygvc Lie, had appealed to 
the go\ ernments—members of the Commission, to appoint 
to the commission representati\es with strict convictions. 
Cho IMon Ok further reported that I'rygvc Idc and his assist¬ 
ant C'ordicr have assured him that fi\ e officials of the former 
Secretariat of the Commission w'ho had been undesirable for 
the Li Seung Man government would be replaced and that an 
entirely ‘‘new^ and sound’* secretariat would be set up. 

Preparing the attack on the North, the Li Seung Man 
clique and its American masters expected an easy victory. 
In the aferementioned letter to Ambassador Cho FMon Ok, 
Li Seung Man asserted with confidence that the military 
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Operations against North Korea would present no 
difficulties. 

This confidence in easy victory was repeatedly expressed 
in public by Li Seung Man and other representatives of the 
South Korean government. 

1 he government oi the Korean [People’s Democratic 
Republic, for whom, the aggressive anti-popular plans of the 
Li Seung Man clique had been long since clear, strove to 
avoid civil war and took all the measures it could to achieve 
the peaceful unification of the country. The majority of the 
Korean people rallied around the program for the peaceful 
unification of Korea put forth by the United Democratic 
Patriotic Front hack in June 1940. 1 'his program was fully 
supported by the government of the Korean People’s Demo¬ 
cratic Republic. The proposal for the peaceful unification of 
the country was again advanced by the United Democratic 
Patriotic Front early in June 1950. Taking into considera¬ 
tion the Korean people’s striving for the peaceful unification 
of the country and wishes of the democratic parties and 
public organisations, the Presidium of the Supreme People’s 
Assembly of the Korean People’s Democrat ic Republic, in 
June IQ50, came out with the proposal for the peaceful 
unification of the country through merging the Supreme 
People’s Assembly of the Korean People's Democratic Re¬ 
public and the “National Assembly” of South Korea. 

P'rom the above it is quite clear why tlic Li Seung 
Man clique, whose main plan was to undertake an armed 
attack on the North, invariably opposed these proposals for 
the peaceful unification of the country. 

As far back as May 1950, the government of the Korean 
People’s Democratic Republic received reliable information 
to the effect that the Li Seung Man clique had scheduled 
an attack on North Korea for mid-June 1950. This enabled 
the government of Korean People’s Democratic Republic 
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to take timely measures for repulsing the attack of the 
Li Seung Man troops. 

Expecting an easy victory the Li Seung Man clique and 
its American masters miscalculated. In reply to the attack 
launched by the Li Seung Man troops the People’s Army 
dealt them a devastating blow. 

Foreseeing the rapid and complete defeat of their 
puppets in Korea, the American imperialists embarked on 
open armed intervention against the Korean people having 
confronted the United Nations with an accomplished fact. 

I'he attempts of the American Government to cover 
up its intervention in Korea with the resolution of the 
Security Council are obviously untenable. This resolution 
was passed already after Truman had proclaimed the begin¬ 
ning of the intervention and after American armed forces 
attacked Korea. This resolution was adopted in violation 
of the fundamental principles of the United Nations Charter 
and can therefore have no legal force. Contrary to the 
requirements of the United Nations Charter for unanimity 
of the Security Council permanent members, the aforemen¬ 
tioned resolution was adopted in the absence of two perma¬ 
nent members—the vSoviet Union and China. The pro- 
American majority in the Security Council based its 
resolution on the one-sided falsified information of sworn 
traitors to the Korean people and of the United Natioris 
Commission. The representatives of the Korean People s 
Democratic Republic were denied participation in the 
discussion of the Korean question at the Security Council. 
The aforementioned resolution which sanctioned American 
aggression in Korea post factufn, constitutes the rudest 
violation of the United Nations Charter also because it 
envisages armed intervention in the internal affairs of Korea, 
whereas the United Nations Charter directly prohibits the 
United Nations to interfere in the internal affairs of any 
state Internal conflicts are not within the competence of 
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the Security Council and every people has the right to settle 
its affairs at its own discretion. 

American armed intervention has aroused in the Korean 
people legitimate hatred tow'ard the American invaders. 
Having rallied around the Government of the Korean 
People’s Democratic Republic, the Korean people to a man 
rose to the struggle against the invaders, for the freedom 
and independence of their homeland. 

Having met with resolute rebuff on the part of the 
People’s Army and the Korean people as a whole, the 
American invaders in revenge for the defeats they suffered 
on the front resorted to barbarities, criminal methods of 
prosecuting war, shamelessly trampling upon existinr' forms 
of international law' and human morality. The government 
of the Korean People’s Democratic Republic in its statements 
of August 5 and September 7 of the current year, informed 
the Security Council of these numerous crimes of the 
American invaders in Korea. However, the pro-American 
majority in the Security Council ignored the protest of the 
government of the Korean People’s Democratic Republic 
and prevented taking measures for putting an end to the 
aforementioned crimes. 

American aviation continues the brutal raids on defence¬ 
less Korean towns and villages, destroys dwelling depriving 
people of shelter and property, demolishes schools, theatres 
and other cultural institutions and with unprecedented 
brutality annihilates civilians including old people, women 
and children. Cases have been registered w^hen hospitals, 
clinics and medical trains bearing the clearly visible identi¬ 
fication marks of the Red Cross were subjected to deliberate 
bombing. As a result of the raids of American aviation, 
towns of Nampho, Chhcchjin, Wonsan, Taijon, Kunsan, 
Riri, Namwon, Chhunju, Wonju, Phyonthek, Anson, Yijonbu, 
Chumunjin, Dooduchen and a number of others have been 
completely destroyed. All the villages and small towms in 
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the southern part of Korea as well as in a number of areas 
in the northern part of the country situated along highways, 
have been razed to the ground. The number of casualties 
among the ci\ilian population of the North and South of 
the country is tremendous. 

Having set itself the task of destroying the Korean 
economy and placing the Korean people in a desperate 
position, the American command dispatches air forces to 
industrial centres to destroy enterprises that have no con¬ 
nection whatever with war industry. Thus, as a result of the 
raids of American aviation, Korea’s largest plant producing 
fertilizers in 1 linnam, a metallurgical works in Hwanghe. 
sewing and knitted goods factories in Phyongyang, Sinan, 
Wonsan, soya bean and creamery enterprises in Nampho. 
Wonsan, Phyongyang Chhongjin, a non-ferrous metals plant 
in Nampho and many other enterprises have been completely 
destroyed. All the larger industrial enterprises and most 
of the medium size and small enterprises in Korea have been 
completely demolished by American aviation. 

In their war against the Korean people die .Vmeri.an 
invaders are nor averse to the most monstrous crimes. rirey 
are vainly trying to break by cruelty the Korean people s 
will to resist, to suppress their striving for liberty and 
independence. 

Lixpressing the will of the Korean people, the Govern¬ 
ment of the Korean [^copies Democratic Republic once again 
voices a protest against the armed intervention in Korea and 
appeals to the United Nations that it condemn the atrocities 
of the American armed forces in Korea and take measures 
for the immediate discontinuation of the foreign intervention 
and for the withdrawal of the interventionist troops from 
Korea. 

I ask you to make the contents of this statement of the 
Government of the Korean People’s Democratic Republic 
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kn:.\\'n to all the members of the United Nations and to 
inform me of the measures that-will be taken on this question. 
1 am also scndini; to >011 by air mail photostatic copies of 
tiic tiocumerns referred to in this statement. 

I'AK 1 ]{fN YUN, 

Minister ;>} i oreign Alfairs ol the Korean 
! Y*opic's 1 rnoc rat ic R e j:>u 1:^lie. 

ScPtemher zM. 1 os . 

l-Mixamevare;' l\ore.i. fh*cj\'da SejU. 1050. 



AGGRESSIVE ACTIONS COMMITTED BY IMPERIALISTS 
LED BY THE USA ARE SERIOUSLY 
THREATENING THE SECURITY OF CHINA 

Joint Declaration of Chinese Democratic Parties 


Msinhua Agenc\ reports a joint Declaration 
issued on Nox cmber 4 by various demccratic parties 
in C'hina. The declaration reads: The aggressive 
actions committed by imperialists, led by the United States 
are seriously threatening the Security of China. The whole 
Chinese people have closely followed the United States ag¬ 
gressive actions in Korea and on aggressive actions x iolating 
China's land, air and sea frontiers. 


There are no limits to the aggressive ambitions of the 
imperialists. The United States imperialists launched w ar 
of aggression in Korea on June 25 of this year. They are 
plotting not only destruction of the Korean People’s Demo¬ 
cratic Republic, they want to annex Korea, invade China, 
dominate Asia and conquer the whole world. 

Pacts have fully proved this. When the United States- 
directed the Korean puppet Li Seung Man to launch an 
attack on the Korean people, the United States F^resident 
Truman at once ordered the United States army, navy and 
air force to start the war in Korea and simultaneously 
ordered the United States Seventh F-leet to invade the 
Chinese sea around Taiwan and carry out armed intervention 
against the liberation of Taiwan. At the same time Truman 
ordered intensification of aggression in Viet-Nam and the 
Philippines. Facts prove that the aim of the United States 
imperialists in launching their aggression in Korea is to 
capture China and the whole of Asia. 
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Since the United States imperialists launched the war 
in Korea last June, the air force which it used to invade 
Korea has many times invaded China s territorial air in the 
North-East, killing Chinese people and destroying Chinese 
property. The United States navy, invading Korea has 
bombarded Chinese merchant ship on high seas and violated 
China s navigation rights. 


Recently vile features of the United .States imperialists 
have been more closely exposed. } Ja\*ing occupied Seoul, 
armed forces of the United States imperialists and their 
acccmplices ignoring China's warning ha\ e crossed the 38th 
Parallel in Korea and advanced with large forces of ground 
troops towards Yalu and Tuman rivers dirccth threatening 
the North Eastern border of (diina. 

I’he situation is very clear. The United Stares imperial¬ 
ists are copying the old trick of the Japanese bandits, first 
invading Korea and then invading China. Everyone knows 
that Korea is a small country but that its strategic position 
is very important. Just as with the Japanese imperialists in 
the past, the main objccti\ e of the United States aggression 
in Korea is not Korea, but (diina. 1 distory shows that desti¬ 
nies of the Korean [People's Democratic Republic and of 
China 'arc closely intcr-connectcd. The one state cannot 
defend itself without the other. 

It is not only the moral duty that the people of China 
should support the Korean People's war against America but 
it is closely related to the direct interest of all the Chinese 
people and is determined by the necessity ot self-defence. 
To save our neighbour is to save ourselves. To defend our 
fatherland we must help the people of Korea. 

All the Chinese people are eager to resist American 
aggression, to aid Korea, protect their homes and defend 
their country. I his is a reasonable and just demand. 
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As Premier Chou En-Iai said, “the Chinese people 
will by no means tolerate foreign aggression, nor will they 
be indiflerent towards the fate of their neighbours being 
savagely invaded by the imperialists*’. These words were 
said on behalf of the 475 million people of C 'hina and they 
reflect the will of the people and embody their demand. 
The iron will of the Chinese people to unite as one to defend 
their homes, fatherland and peace can never be destroyed 
in any circumstances. 

The Chinese people ardently love peace. We have 
always loved peace and will always love peace. We want 
peace in China, in Asia. We want a lasting peace for the 
whole world, for all humanity. 

We hold that the Korean Question should be solved 
in a peaceful way and that the aggressive forces of imperia¬ 
lists should be withdrawn from Korea but American 
imperialists and their accomplices arc not only unwilling 
to withdraw the aggressive forces, halt the w^ar o( aggression 
and settle the Korean question in a peaceful way but on 
the other hand frenricdly pushed the aggressive war beyond 
the 38th Parallel towards the Chinese border, Y'alu and 
Tuman river. 

Thus we have been forced to realise the fact that if the 
lovers of peace in the world desire to have peace, they 
must use positive action to resist the atrocities and 
halt aggression. It is only resistance that possibly 
teaches the imperialists a lesson and justly settles 
the question of independence and liberation in 
Korea and other areas according to the will of 
the people. Justice is on our side on the side of 
the people of C.hina, Kcrea, Viet-Nam and Philippines, 
on the side of the peoples of Asia, on the side of 
all the peace-loving people of the whole world. The 
imperialist aggressors are violating justice, losing sympathy 
of the people and isolating themselves. The aggressors 
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are doomed to ultimate defeat, final victory will undoubtedly 
belong to the people who have justice on their side. 

All the democratic parties of China pledge themselves 
that they w ill support with all their might the just demand 
of all the people of the country and support all Chinese 
peoples who voluntarily undertake the sacred task of 
resisting America, aiding Korea, protecting their homes 
and defending their country. 

The Communist F^arty of China, the Revolutionary 
C 'ommittee of the Kuomintang of China, the Chinese Demo¬ 
cratic League, the Democratic National Reconstruction 
Association, the non-partisan delegates of the Chinese F^eoples 
F^olitical Consultative Conference, the China Association for 
Advancement of Democracy, the Chinese l^easant's and 
Workers ITemocratic F^arty, the China Chin Kung Tang 
the Chiu San Society, the Taiwan Democratic Self-Govern¬ 
ment League, the New Democratic Youth League of China. 
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